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SUSANNA TOMLINSON, Deputy 
Clerk, U.S. District Court, 
Eastern Missouri 

Defendants - Appellees 

JEFFREY D. ATKINS, Assistant 
Clerk, U.S. Supreme Court 

Defendants - Appellees 

JOSEPH F. SPANIOL, JR., Former 
Clerk, U.S. Supreme Court 

Defendants - Appellees 

UNKNOWN MCADONIL, U.S. 

Probation Officer during 1976 
Defendants - Appellees 

EYVON MENDENHALL, Former Clerk, 
U.S. District Court, Eastern 
Missouri 

Defendants - Appellees 

WASHINGTON POST NEWSPAPER, 
owners 

Defendants - Appellees 

DONALD GRAHAM, Publisher 

Defendants - Appellees 

LEONARD DOWNIE, JR., Executive 
Editor 

Defendants - Appellees 

ROBERT G. KAISER, Managing 
Editor 

Defendants - Appellees 

THOMAS WILKINSON, Assistant 
Managing Editor 

Defendants - Appellees 

MEG GREENFIELD, Editorial Page 
Editor 

Defendants - Appellees 


STEPHEN ROSENFELD, Editorial 




Page Deputy Editor 

Defendants - Appellees 

KENNETH IKENBERRY, Editorial 
Page Assistant Editor 

Defendants - Appellees 
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RICHARD CROKER, News Assistant 
Managing Editor 

Defendants - Appellees 

WENDY ROSS, News Editor 

Defendants - Appellees 

ROBERT WILLIAMS,, News 
Assistant Editor 

Defendants - Appellees 

FRED BARBASH, National News 
Editor 

Defendants - Appellees 

KAREN DEYOUNG, National News 
Assistant Managing Editor 

Defendants - Appellees 

BOB BARNES, National News 
Deputy Editor 

Defendants - Appellees 

BRADLEY GRAHAM, National News 
Deputy Editor 

Defendants - Appellees 

MARALEE SCHWARTZ, National 
News Deputy Editor 

Defendants - Appellees 

CITY OF BRIDGETON 

Defendants - Appellees 

UNKNOWN MAYOR, City of 
Bridgeton 

Defendants - Appellees 

CITY OF CLAYTON 

Defendants - Appellees 

UNKNOWN MAYOR, City of Clayton 
Defendants - Appellees 

CITY OF NORTHWOOD 

Defendants - Appellees 
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UNKNOWN MAYOR, City of 
Northwood 

Defendants - Appellees 

ST. LOUIS COUNTY 

Defendants - Appellees 
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SCOTT O' WRIGHT 

Defendants - Appellees 

DEAN WHIPPLE, U.S. District 
Judge, Western District of 
Missouri, Jefferson City 

Defendants - Appellees 

MICHAEL A. FORST, Attorney at 
Law 

Defendants - Appellees 

J. MARTIN HADICAN, Attorney at 
Law 

Defendants - Appellees 

MARVIN J. NODIFF, Attorney at 
Law 

Defendants r Appellees 

ROBERT E. KEANEY 

Defendants - Appellees 

JAMES W. REEVES 

Defendants - Appellees 

MOSER, MARSALEY, CARPENTER, 

CLEARY, JAECKEL AND KEANEY 
Defendants - Appellees 

RAYMOND HOWARD, Attorney at 
Law 

Defendants - Appellees 

J. SCOTT RICHARDSON, Attorney 
at Law 

Defendants - Appellees 

UNKNOWN DEFENDANTS, and other 
persons' names unknown at this 
time 


Defendants - Appellees 
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Caption 

SYLVESTER JONES 


Plaintiff - Appellant 


v. 


FERNANDO J. GAITAN, JR., United States District Judge, 
Western District of Missouri, Kansas City, Missouri; ROBERT 
F. CONNER, Clerk, District Courts; LAW FIRM OF JONES, KORUM, 
WALTRIP AND JONES; ALAN L. FARKAS; ROBERT E. JONES, 

Attorneys; MARVIN J. NODIFF, Attorney at Law; EDWARD L. 

DOWD, JR., United States Attorney, Eastern District of 
Missouri, Eastern Division; JANET RENO, United States 
Attorney General, U. S . Department of Justice; RICHARD S. 
ARNOLD, Chief Circuit Judge, United States Court of Appeals 
for the Eighth Ciurcuit; JOSEPH B. MOORE, Assistant U.S. 
Attorney, Eastern District of Missouri., St. Louis, Missouri; 
FIRST AMERICAN TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY; GUNDAKER REALTORS, 
INC., Better Homes and Gardens Corporation; LOUIS FREEH, 
Director FBI; WILLIAM H. REHNQUIST, United States Supreme 
Court, Chief Justice; ANTHONY M. KENNEDY; SANDRA DAY 
0 1 CONNER-; ANTONIN- -SGALIA; DAVID H . SCUTER; -JOHN-PAUL. 

STEVENS; CLARENCE THOMAS; STEPHEN G. BREYER; RUTH BADER 
GINSBURG; BYRON R. WHITE; HARRY A. BLACKMUN ; WILLIAM K. 

SUTER, Clerk; FRANK D., Reporter of Decisions; ALFRED WONG, 
Marshal; SHELLEY L. DOWLING, Librarian; AUDREY J. ANDERSON, 
Law Clerk; ERIC SCEUEMANN; RONALD J. DANGEL; JEFFREY MAYER; 
MOLLY MCUSIC, Law Clerks for Rehnquist and Blackmun; 

JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF THE EIGHTH CIRCUIT, of the United 
States; THEODORE MCMILLIAN; GEORGE G. FAGG; PASCO M. BOWMAN; 
ROGER L. WOLLMAN; FRANK J. MAGILL; C. ARLEN BEAM; JAMES B. 
LOKEN, Circuit Judges; JIMM L. HENDREN; RONALD E. LONGSTAFF; 
DIANA E. MURPHY; STEPHEN N. LIMBAUGH; LYLE E. STROM; PATRICK 
A. CONMY, District Judges; JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF THE DISTRICT 
OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT, of the United States; ABNER J. MIKVA, 
Chief Circuit Judge; HARRY T. EDWARDS; LAURENCE H. 

SILBERMAN; UNKNOWN SENTELLE; UNKNOWN HENDERSON, District 
Judge; UNKNOWN GOGERS, District Judge; JOHN GARRETT PENN, 
Chief Judge; CHARLES R. RICHEY; HAROLD H. GREENE; JOYCE HENS 
GREEN; STANLEY SPORKIN; ROYCE C. LAMBERTH, United States 
District Judges, District of Columbia; NORMA HOLLOWAY 
JOHNSON; THOMAS PENFIELD JACKSON; THOMAS FRANCIS HOGAN; 
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STANLEY S. HARRIS; GEORGE H. REVERCOMB; AUBREY E. ROBINSON, 
JR. , Clerk; NANCY MAYER- WHITTINGTON, Staff Attorney; MAUREEN 
DONHUE-FEINROTH; U.S. COURT OF APPEALS, FOR THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA, en banc; PATRICIA M. WALD; SPOTSWOOD W. ROBINSON, 
III; ROBERT H. BORK; KENNETH W. STARR; JAMES L. BUCKLEY; 
STEPHEN F. WILLIAMS; DOUGLAS H. GINSBURG; EDWARD L. 
FILIPPINE, Chief Judge, United States District Court for the 
Eastern District of Missouri, en banc; CLYDE S. CAHILL; 
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WILLIAM H. HUNGATE; GEORGE F. GUNN, JR.; JEAN C. HAMILTON; 
CAROL E. JACKSON; JOHN F. NANGLE; CATHERINE D. PERRY; 

CHARLES A. SHAW; DONALD J. STOHR, As United States Attorney, 
now Federal Judge; DAVID D. NOCE, United States Magistrate; 
ROBERT LANDSLAND; WILLIAM S. BAHN, United States Magistrate; 
HANRY J. FREDERICKS, Assistant United States Attorney; 

WESLEY D. WEDEMEYER, Assistant United States Attorney; 

THOMAS E. DITTMEIER, Former United States Attorney; STEPHEN 

B. HIGGINS, Former United States Attorney; WILLIAM C. 

BRYSON, Acting U.S. Solicitor General; STUART E. SCHIFFER, 
Acting U.S. Solicitor General; BARBARA L. HERWIG, U.S. 
Attorney; COLETTE J. WINSTON, U.S. Attorney; CHARLES FRIED, 
Former U.S. Solicitor; DREW S. DAY, III, U.S. Solicitor 
General; CHRISTOPHER W. VASIL, Deputy Clerk United States 
Supreme Court; FRANCIS J. LORSON, Deputy Clerk United States 
Supreme Court; JOHN DOE, Clerk, In Forma Pauperis 
Department; JAY B. STEPHENS, United States Attorney, and 
Assistant Attorney District of Columbia; JOHN DATES, United 
States Attorney and Assistant Attorney District of Columbia; 
R. CRAIG LAWRENCE, United States Attorney and Assistant 
Attorney District of Columbia; SHARON UNKNOWN, United States 
Attorney and Assistant Attorney District o.f Columbia; JO ANN 
FARRINGTON, Assistant United States Attorney General; JAMES 
P. TURNER, Assistant United States Attorney General; DIANE 

C. ROBERTS, Assistant United States Attorney General; JOHN 
R. DUNNE, Assistant United States Attorney General; DANIEL 
MASTA'S, Assistant United “ States Attorney-General-; DEBORAH. C... 
WESTBROOK, Assistant United States Attorney General; HAZEL 
G. BRIGGS, Assistant United States Attorney General; 
CHRISTOPHER A. RIZZUTO, Assistant United States Attorney 
General; LINDA K. DAVIS, Assistant United States Attorney 
General; MANDEL A. RODRIGUEZ, Assistant United States 
Attorney General; PAUL W. SUDDES, Assistant United States 
Attorney General; JOHN DOE, Attorney Head of Civil Rights 
Division; UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, 

D. C.; JOSEPH R. BIDEN, JR., Former Chairman, United States 
Committees on the Judiciary; EDWARD M. KENNEDY; HOWARD M. 
METZENBAUM; DENNIS DECONCINI; PATRICK J. LEAHY; HOWELL 
HEFLIN; PAUL SIMON; HERBERT KOHL; DIANNE FEINSTEIN; CAROL 
MOSELEY-BRAUN; ORRIN G. HATCH, Chairman ; STROM THURMOND; 
ALAN K. SIMPSON; CHARLES E. GROSSLEY; ARLEN SPECTOR; HANK 
.BROWN; WILLIAM S. COHEN; LARRY PRESSLER, United States House 
Committee on the Judiciary; L. RALPH MEECHAM, Administrative 
Office of the United States Courts; JAMES E. MACKLIN, JR. ; 
JOHN K. RABIEJ; MICHAEL R. BROMWICH, U.S. Inspector General; 
DRUG ENFORCMENT AGENCY; RANDALL D. OITKER, special agent; 

TOM SMITH, Supervisor; STEVEN D. STODDARD, Agent of 




Assistant U.S. Attorney; JAMES D. MCDOWELL, Agent of 
Assistant U.S. Attorney; DENNIS BACKER, Agent of Assistant 
U.S. Attorney; MICHAEL ADAMS, Agent of Assistant U.S. 
Attorney; KENNETH M. SINK, Agent of Assistant U.S. Attorney; 
FRANK J. SMMS, Agent of Assistant U.S. Attorney; WILLIAM 
BARR; RICHARD THORNBURGH, Former U.S. Attorney Generals; 

JOHN C. DANFORTH, U.S. Senator; CHRISTOPHER S. BOND, U.S. 
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Senator; JOHN FEIKENS, U.S. District Judge; UNKNOWN MARTIN; 
UNKNOWN WELLFORD; UNKNOWN WEICK, U.S. Circuit Judges, Sixth 
Circuit; RICHARD ROGERS, U.S. District Judge, Kansas City, 
Kansas; U.S. COURT OF APPEALS, EN BANC, for the Tenth 
Circuit; WILLIAM BAKER, Former Assistant U.S. Attorney 
General; FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION; CITY OF ST. LOUIS; 
ST. LOUIS BOARD OF POLICE COMMISSIONERS; JAMES S'. CONWAY, 
President, St. Louis Board of Police Commissioners; CHARLES 
E. MISCHEAUX, Vice President, St. Louis Board of Police 
Commissioners; RODNEY D. WILLIAMS, Secretary, St. Louis 
Board of Police Commissioners; ANNE MARIE CLARKE; MATTHEW J. 
TADBERG; FREEMAN BOSLEY, JR., Mayor, City of St. Louis; 
NICHOLAS PENNINAN, St. Louis Post Dispatch Newspaper, Owner 
and Publisher; LASZLO DOM JAM, Editor; FOSTER S. DAVIS; 

RONALD WILNOW; WILLIAM WOO, Editor; ED HIGGINS; DONNA 
KORANDO; TIM BROSS; BOB POSEN; MARGARET FREIVOGEL; REX SIM; 
ROGER RUWE; U.S. POSTMASTER GENERAL; ROBERT BENETT, 
Supervisor, U.S. Postal Service; JOHN C. GOODMAN, Manager; 
UNKNOWN CARRIERS, U.S. Postal Service; CLARENCE HARMON, 
Police Chief; MICHAEL RILEY, Police Detective; UNKNOWN 
POLICE OFFICERS; UNKNOWN POLYGRAPH OPERATOR; ST. LOUIS 
POLICE DEPARTMENT; ROBERT D. ST. VRAIN, Clerk; SUSANNA 
TOMLINSON, Deputy Clerk, U.S. District Court, Eastern 
Missouri; JEFFREY D. ATKINS, Assistant Clerk, U.S. Supreme 
Court; JOSEPH F. SPANIOL, JR., Former Clerk, U.S. Supreme 
Court; UNKNOW N MCADONIL, U.S. Probation Officer during 1976; 
EYVON MENDENHALL, Former Clerks U.S-. District Court, Eastern. 
Missouri; WASHINGTON POST NEWSPAPER, owners; DONALD GRAHAM, 
Publisher; LEONARD DOWNIE, JR., Executive Editor; ROBERT G. 
KAISER, Managing Editor; THOMAS WILKINSON, Assistant 
Managing Editor; MEG GREENFIELD, Editorial Page Editor; 
STEPHEN ROSENFELD, Editorial Page Deputy Editor; KENNETH 
IKENBERRY, Editorial Page Assistant Editor; RICHARD CROKER, 
News Assistant Managing Editor; WENDY ROSS, News Editor; 
ROBERT WILLIAMS, News Assistant Editor; FRED BARBASH, 
National News Editor; KAREN DEYOUNG, National News Assistant 
Managing Editor; BOB BARNES, National News Deputy Editor; 
BRADLEY GRAHAM, National News Deputy Editor; MARALEE 
SCHWARTZ, National News Deputy Editor; CITY OF BRIDGETON; 
UNKNOWN MAYOR, City of Bridgeton; CITY OF CLAYTON; UNKNOWN 
MAYOR, City of Clayton; CITY OF NORTHWOOD; UNKNOWN MAYOR, 
City of Northwood; ST. LOUIS COUNTY; SCOTT O' WRIGHT; DEAN 
WHIPPLE, U.S. District Judge, Western District of Missouri, 
Jefferson City; MICHAEL A. FORST, Attorney at Law; J. MARTIN 
HADICAN, Attorney at Law; MARVIN J. NODIFF, Attorney at Law; 
ROBERT E. KEANEY; JAMES W. REEVES; MOSER, MARSALEY, 

CARPENTER, CLEARY, JAECKEL AND KEANEY; RAYMOND HOWARD, 
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Attorney at Law; J. SCOTT RICHARDSON, Attorney at Law; 
UNKNOWN DEFENDANTS, and other persons names unknown at this 
time 


Defendants - Appellees 
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3/31/95 Civil Case Docketed, (cah) 

3/31/95 CERTIFIED copies notice of appeal, docket 

entries , 

memorandum 3/15/95, order 3/15/95. [95-1789] 


[554500] (cah) 

3/31/95 RECORDS received: Original File, consisting of 

one Volume. 

Location St. Louis. [95-1789] (cah) 

3/31/95 BRIEFING SCHEDULE: Court will consider appeal on 

original 

file of the District Court. [95-1789] [554504] 

Brief of 


4/4/95 
Catherine D. 

(skh) 

4/7/95 

the 


4/18/95 

[95-1789] 


4/25/95 

[566786] 


6/12/95 
for writ of 

[95-1789] 


aplnt due on 5/10/95 , (cah) 

MOTION of aplnt, Sylvester Jones, requesting 
Parry be joined in part. [95-1789] [591785] 

Public Docket Note: Appellees were not served in 
district court. [95-1789] (cah) 

MOTION of aplnt, Sylvester Jones , for stay. 
[566785] (cah) 

PETITION Writ of Mandamus filed by appellant . 
[95-1789] (cah) 

SUPPLEMENTAL MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT of petition 
mandamus and injunction. [566786-1] [581454] . 

(cah) 


6/14/95 

by 

Mandamus . 


SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT filed 
appellant regarding petition for Writ of 
[566786-1] [584019] . [95-1789] (cah) 



© 


6/21/95 JUDGE ORDER: Appellant's motion for stay and 

petition for 

writ of mandamus are denied. [566786-1] 

[95-1789] [585579] , 

[566785-1] [95-1789] [585579] (jpp) 

6/21/95 SUPPLEMENTAL MEMORANDUM IN 'SUPPORT filed 

regarding writ of 

mandamus. [581469-1] [95-1789] (cah) 

7/5/95 MOTION of aplnt, Sylvester Jones, for sanctions 

against 

unknown named deputy clerk of the court. 

[95-1789] [591790] 

(skh) 

ORDER filed : Appellant 1 s motions requesting 
Perry be joined in part and for sanctions are 
denied. [591785-1] [95-1789] [597067] [95-1789] 

(jPP) 

REVISED BRIEFING SCHEDULE: [95-1789] Aplnt brief 

8/15/95 (jpp) 

MOTION of aplnt, Sylvester Jones, to waive 

requirement of 

filing copies of their brief. [95-1789] [607003] 

w/service 8/14/95 (jpp) 


7/21/95 
Catherine D. 

hereby 

[597067] 

8/1/95 
due on 

8/14/95 
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8/14/95 
Jones 35 pgs 

[95-1789] 

8/14/95 

Sylvester 

[95-1789] (jpp) 

8/14/95 

Banc 

appeal . 

8/17/95 

copy 

shall provide 
copies . 

10/13/95 

banc 

appeal is 
Jones 

[END OF DOCKET: 


BRIEF FILED - Brief of Appellant- Sylvester 
w/addendum - 5 copies - w/service 8/14/95 . 
[607043] (jpp) 

RECORDS received: Appendix filed by Appellant 
Jones consisting of 4 Volume (s), 3 Copies. 

MOTION of aplnt, Sylvester Jones, for Hearing En 
requesting this court recuse itself from pending 
[95-1789] [628006] w/service 8/14/95 (jpp) 

ORDER filed : Appellant 1 s motion to waive brief 
requirements is granted. The Clerk's Office 
the additional copies necessary waive brief 
[607003-1] [607005] (jpp) 

JUDGE ORDER: Appellant ,r S' mot-ion for hearing. -en. 
requesting the court recuse itself from pending 
hereby denied. [628006-1] filed by Sylvester 
[95-1789] [628021] (jpp) 

95-1789] 


(03/3^?5)~ ( 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
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Precedence : 
To: FBIHQ 


ROUTINE 


Attn: SSA 


Date: 11/06/1995 

OGC 



St . Louis 

Squad 1, Lega l Unit 
Contact : PLS 


X2676 


Approved By: 
Drafted By: 


pdp 


File Number (s) : 197-SL-178651 (Pending) 


Title: SYLVESTER JONES v. 

FERNANDO J. GAITAN, ET AL. ; 
EIGHTH CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS 
DOCKET NUMBER 95-1789 


b6 


Synopsis: Docket review. 


Enclosures:- One copy of current docket sheet. 

Details: On 11/06/1995, a review was conducted of the docket 

through the PACER computer system. 


♦♦ 





\ 2 >\ o^oa-Sc. 


/ts 7-2 /-r 



November 29, 1995 


Mr. | 

sr. jjouis, misspurx 63106 


Dear Mr. 


' Your September 20th coimunication to Director Freeh was 
received and referred to my attention. I regret the delay in 
responding. 

In checking the index to the central records system ./at 
FBI Headquarters, we were only able to locate one other communi- 
cation from you which was dated July 13, 1993. That letter, 
contained complaints against the Veterans Administration (VA) 
Medical Center and it was referred to the Office of the Inspector 
General, Department of Veterans Affairs, for any assistance it 
could provide. 

Since your current correspondence also alleges wrong- 
doing by staff members at the John Cochran VA Medical Center, 

St. Louis, Missouri, I am again sending copies of your corre- 
spondence to the Office of the Inspector General, Department 
of Veterans Affairs, for its information. Since you also make 
reference to your pending lawsuit and complaint which have 
already been referred to the U. S. Attorney's Office, any 
additional questions or concerns regarding this matter .should 
be directed to that Office for any assistance it can .provide. 

Sincerely yours, 

John- E. Collingwood 
inspector in Charge 
Office of Public and 
Congressional Affairs. 


By: Swanson D. Carter 

Unit Chief 


1 - Office of the' Inspector General - 
Department of Veterans Affairs 
810 Vermont Avenue, -N.W. 

0 Washington, D. C. 20223 

- SAC, St. Louis (197-SL-178651) (P) 


Encs. 
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Complaint Involving Felony 
Crimes committed by Federal 
Officers of the Courts-to 
Louis Freeh, Director FBI 
From Plaintiff .Syivest'er Jones 
September 20,1995 


officers of the United States Courts, and Federal Agencies:* 


FACTS ; On September 18,1995 Plaintiff honored a. 12:30 
PM. , appointment at John Cochran VA Medical Center located 
915 North Grand Blvd. St .Louis, Missouri, wit h medical doctor: 

I During this appointment , Dr J i nformed 

e would have to get another doctor to treat 
him, after the current appointment., end. Reasons: 


2-Dr 


I 


t In June I received a Summons from you/ 


fbyU.S. Certified maile,with about 40 papers,, 
aavxsxng ne tnat I had to appear within 60 days and answer to- 
the complaint which I was named as a Defendant in the United 
States District Court , Eastern District of Missouri. 


3. Plaintiff: Yes, I have a lawsuit filed in the federal 
court ,. against officials of John Cochran VA' Medical Center, and 
other persons, but you are not a named Defendant in that suit, 
in fact, I did not know you, at the time that suit were filed, 
which I an now preparing to submit to the clerk of the U.S. 
Supreme Court, it and three (30 other criminally dismissed by 
judge, Catherine D. Parry, review denied in U'.S. Court of Appeals 
for the Eighth Circuit, in which to conceal these crimes, but 
you .are. no.t a_par_ty iso, this, laws.uijt,. 


4.Dr.| [but these papers came from you. Your name 

are on the envelop, certified mail .And I cannot continue to 
treat you. Plaintiff asked ,Dr.| |,to summon her supervisor 

doctor. Dr<J I had Plaintxff to ya it. while 


bring back her supervisor .Dr ( 


or 


into the Room. I, Plaintiff requested, that Dir 
Dr J ~[ what she had told P laintiff , that Dr} 


she ao an d 

~lDr.J 


her 
Dr J 
her 


statements. Dr 


came 


tell him/ 


ca n wit ness 

repeated the same to Dr. | ~| &nd 
further stated: That she had been contacted by 
attorney, at Jefferson Barracks, VA Medical Center, St .Louis 
Missouri .debriefed, by her attorney .which she did not know the 
name of: 


( It Should Be Noted These two Doctors £ 


and DrJ [are in Orange Clinic John Cochran VA Medical Clin- 
ic 915 N. Grant B1 vd. St -Louis, Missouri. ) 


5. After, Dr. 
selors at Jefferson" 


L informe d Plai ntiff concerning the coun- 

~B5Tracks,Dr | wrote down further inform- 
ation as to contact* these so-called attorneys, at Jefferson Bar- 
racks. 


be 

b7C 
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Complaint Involving Felony 
Crimes Committed by Federal 
Officers of the Courts-to 
Louis Freeh /Director FBI 
From Plaintiff /Sylvester’ Jones 
September 20/1995 

6. On the same date, September 18, 1995, Plaintiff conta- 
cted a white-female at the so-called attorney's officers at 



doctors, as to where these documents had came from, and the per- 
sons responsible for these felony crimes. 

7 .Plaintiff,, through vigorous questioning of Ms. 

she admitted that she and another attorney were working with 
assistant U.S. Attorney Jpseph B. Moore in this lawsuit , which 
entitled: 

Sylvester Jones vs . Chris Weatherford, Administration 
Chief /John Cochran VA~ Medical Center ,et al ; , No . 94-CV-549-U . S i 
D.C.E.D.of Mp., dismissed in violation of the Constitution 
and laws of the United States by judge, Catherine D. Parry, that 
were not assigned the case, and had no jurisdiction. Appealed 
to the Eighth Circuit court of Appeals, No. 95-2796( 8th Cir.1995). 
Despite, all costs and fees. P-A-I-D by Plaintiff , the Eig- 
hth ■•Circuit-, Chief- j-udge, -refused by- -r-ule on f our(.4) paid, civ-i-1 
rights, complaints dismissed on the same date- by Catherine D. 
Parry, the most corrupted incompetent federal judges in United 
States History, that is documented. Further refused to issue 
separate Orders, Judgements in each appeal individually , as re- 
quired ‘by federal laws, Rules and Procedurals in these four 
appeals, see e.g.,. 


2. Sylvester Jones vs. ABC Television Network, et al ., 
No.94-CV-1192, US D.C.E.D.of Mo., appeal No. 95-2785 EMSL( 8th 
Cir.1995); 

3. Sylvester Jones vs . Sharp Electronics, Corp. ,et a l., 
NO.94-CV-1098 US’ D.C.E.D.of Mo., Appeal No. 2769 EMSL( 8th Cir. 
1995); 

4 . Sylvhster .Jones ■ vs . Suburban Journals News Papers of 
Greater St. Louis, et al . ,No.94-CV-1107 US D.C.E.D.of Mo. appea- 
led to Eighth Circuit No. 95-2770 EMSL (8th Cir.1995) > all in 
preparing for Writs of Certiorari in U.S. Supreme Court within 
the next 40 days. 


_8| told Plaint iff that she would contact Dr. 

"land get I I statement as to these felony Crim- 


b6 
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Complaint Involving Felony 
Crimes Committed- by Federal 
Officers of the Court-To 
Louis freeh. Director FBI 
From Sylvester Jones /Plaintiff 
September 20/1995 


es,and will get back to Plaintiff the next day. 

9. On September 20 /approximately 3:45‘ Plaintif f were 

3 i'f she 


contacted by Coun selor , Tonk el 
contacted Doctors! 

Plaintiff /asked ^ 


. Plainti'f 

] and l I I 

l whafc' J did D rp 


f asked 


responded yes , 


[tell her ? [ 


stated that she told Dr | | that the case wer e closed 

and she had nothi ng to worr y a bout .P laintiff / asked I I why 

and, | | about the forged docume- 


didn't she ask Dr. 


nts which I had infprmed her about / and that said forged docu- 
tments came from counselor's office at Jefferson Barracks ? 
That DrJ | already knew tha t the case had been dismis- 
sed in the district court/that DrJ lhad told Plainti- 


ff and Dr 
nt visit. 


that on 9/18/95 during Plaintiff's appointme- 


lO. During' Plai ntiff's continuous questioning of 


on the subject matter! 


admitted that/ she is only a par- 
aleaal .and that , she were working with assistant U.S. Attorney, 
on the case , Jones vs. Weatherford,et al. /supra , 
f she had told Dr I 


li 


that she 
continue to bypass answ- 


Plaintif f , asked 
was her lawyer on tne case 
ering and/or r esponding to what part did she play in this 
mat ten! 


rep.e at edly r ef rr.ed^ Plaint if f to the' clerk of 


the federal district court . Plaintiff , asked ! [ if she wou- 

ld/in writing state that she,.directly or indirectly /had no 
knowledge of these court docum ents beinc^ send' to Dr«[ 
and that she /never informed Dr 


3 


that she were ner,auc- 


and that she never. a cted wit h assistant 


orney on thi s case. and tnat sne never, ac 

U.S. Attorney \ |as such in this- case j | refused to put 

these statements in writing, despite Plaintiff informed her, 
that she can be charged with conspiracy to commit these crim- 
es . 

11 therefore, Plaintiff asks that the following be inv- 
ested: 

la. The person or persons, that forged civil complaint 
in Jones vs.Weatherford,et al. .s upra. ,No.94 -CV-549/district 
court, Eastern Missouri , naming Drl |as a ‘Defendant. 

2a. The person, clerk of the Federal district court, 
that did S ian and Se aled - Civil Summons in this case, in the 

mailed the sum mons and c opy of the record 

(PS Certified 


name of Dr 
totalling more cnat 


40 pages to Dr 

Mail) in Plaintiff's name, summon dfemanaing Dr^ |to 

appear and defend within 60 days, from the date or summons 
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Page 5 

Complaint Involving Felony 
Crimes Committed by Federal 
Officers of the Court-to- 
Louis freeh, Director FBI 
From Plaintiff , Sylvester Jones 
September 20,1995 


3a. That one of your agents, contact doctors ,| 

and | | John Cochran VA Medical Center 915 N. Grand Blvd., 

and take Depositions under oath concerning these forged docu- 
me nts in P laintiff's name, the" mail fraud, false representation 
by I [ the so-call paralegal at Jefferson Barracks, VA. Med- 

ical Center. 

4a-That why Plaintiff's medical chart at the John 
Cochran VA. Medical Center has deliberately been altered, that 
over 90% of the .medical chart is missing. 


5a . Why 
from the office 
were in a 


,and another unknown named attorney, not 
'the U.S. Attorney herein St.] 
agreement were 


ney herein St . Louis, Miss ouri 
e represent Dr] and 

• „ • i ..i. ^ 


of 

.colluded 

other defendants in the lawsuit in question, despite absolute- 
ly nothing in the court's record and files in this case, show- 
ing the name or appearance of any other attorney , not with the 
office of' the U.S. Attorney herein Eastern Missouri. 

.Finally, Plaintiff has on several occasions contacted 
your head FBI agent, James -W. Nelson herein St. Louis, concerning 
a multitude of felony crimes committed by federal , judges, cler- 
ks, US attorneys /and. other officers of the court, which is docu- 
mented in the records , Please find attached hereto, copies of 
some of- those- -responsesr from -agent, Nelson.,.but. the, l ast letter 
to agent, Nelson, ignored-, see further copy of Plaintiff's resp- 
onse to Dr. Nancy J. Wilson, Director, National VA^ Center for 
Quality Medical Management, 





Se Plaintiff 
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CC: Copy to John Cochran VA. Medical 
Center 915 N. Grand Blvd. 

St .Louis f Mo 63106 

and Supervisor 


Doctors 
Dr 
Me< 


XcaT 


To be placed in Plaintiff's 


Chart. 


( See Footnote Attached ) 



FOOTNOTE 



© 


On September 21,1995 Plaintiff attempted to contact , Donald 
L.Siegentorn, Director, MD, U.S. Department of Veterans Affairs 
Medical Center Number 1 Jefferson Barracks, St. Louis, Missouri 
63125, by first contacting his so-called Secretary at John 
Cochran VA Medical Center 915 N. Grant Blvd. St. Louis, Missouri, 
to be told by this secretary that Director , Ziegentorn, did not 
have an office there, but did not informed Plaintiff to. where 
Dr. Ziegentorn did have an office. In further questing this fe- 
male, Plaintiff forced from her that Dr .Ziegentorn has an off- 
ice of Jefferson Barracks. 


2. Plaintiff contacted Dr .Ziegentorn 1 s office at Jeff- 
erson Barracks, and spoke to another so-called secretary of 
Dr. Ziegentorn, explained my reason for the call, asked the se- 
cretary if I may speak to Dr .Ziegentorn ? First, Plaintiff 
asked if Dr .Ziegentorn were in'his office, which the secre- 
tary responded Yes. The secretary had Plaintiff to wait while 
she ask Dr .Ziegenforn if he would like to speak with Plaint- 
iff .But the secretary returned to the phone and informed 
Plaintiff that Dr .Ziegentorn refused to speak with him. 

3. Plaintiff , finds ! the conduct of Dr. Ziegentorn, as 
director of medical care and treatment for all officials, 
employees, patients out and in, refusal to discuss felony crimes 
involving officials under his control, to which he stands re- 
sponsible for their overall conduct, became a willing number 

of these crimes and attempted coverup of these crimes, that 
Plaintiff were outraged by Dr .Ziegentorn 1 s refusal to receive 
information/evidence that some officials under his control 
are involved in felony crimes. 

4 . Finally , clerk, Robert D.St.Vrain, judge, Catherine D. 
Parry, U.S. District Court, Eastern Missouri, has erroneously 
informed all officials at John Cochran VA Medical Center, and 
Jefferson Barracks, that this case is closed and ended. 


Please be advised; that the entire district court en 
Banc , its clerk(S), the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Eighth 
Circuit, en banc , the Judicial Council for that circuit, 
thinks that this case is closed , should think again, These cas- 
es will go to the U.S. Supreme Court, on writ of certiorari , all 
four, that these cases goes far and beyond just monetary damag- 
es, to the contrary , when these cases are ended closed. wil ^ be 
when Pl aintiff has testified before the U.S. Congress, has 
a white racists are during now, these so-called 


fil l be 
las | 
judges 


are removed from office, have had their day-in-court, convicted, 
sentenced, and are serving t heir time in federajU-prjson. 

To this End. It has ended. 


CC: Portion Judge, Parry 
US District Court 


pPlaintlff 
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JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF THE EIGHTH CIRCUIT, of the United 
States; THEODORE MCMILLIAN; GEORGE G. FAGG; PASCO M. BOWMAN; 
ROGER L. WOLLMAN; FRANK J. MAGILL; C. ARLEN BEAM; JAMES B. 
LOKEN, Circuit. Judges; JIMM L. HENDREN; RONALD E. LONGSTAFF; 
DIANA E. MURPHY; STEPHEN N. LIMBAUGH; LYLE E. STROM; PATRICK 
A. CONMY, District Judges; JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF THE DISTRICT 
OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT, of the United States; ABNER J. MIKVA, 
Chief Circuit Judge; HARRY T, EDWARDS; LAURENCE H. 

SILBERMAN; UNKNOWN SENTELLE; UNKNOWN HENDERSON, District. 
Judge; UNKNOWN GOGERS, District Judge; JOHN GARRETT PENN, 
Chief Judge; CHARLES R. RICHEY; HAROLD H. GREENE; JOYCE HENS 
GREEN; STANLEY SPORKIN; ROYCE C. LAMBERTH, United States 
District Judges, District of Columbia; NORMA HOLLOWAY 
JOHNSON; THOMAS PENFIELD JACKSON; THOMAS FRANCIS HOGAN; 
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STANLEY S. HARRIS; GEORGE H. REVERCOMB; AUBREY E. ROBINSON, 
JR., Clerk; NANCY MAYER-WHITTINGTON, Staff Attorney; MAUREEN 
DONHUE-FEINROTH; U.S. COURT OF APPEALS, FOR THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA, en banc; PATRICIA M. WALD; SPOTSWOOD W. ROBINSON, 
III; ROBERT H. BORK; KENNETH W. STARR; JAMES L. BUCKLEY; 
STEPHEN F. WILLIAMS; DOUGLAS H. GINSBURG; EDWARD L. 
FILIPPINE, Chief Judge, United States District Court for the 
Eastern District of Missouri, en banc; CLYDE S. CAHILL; 
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WILLIAM H. HUNGATE; GEORGE F. GUNN, JR.; JEAN C. HAMILTON; 
CAROL E. JACKSON; JOHN F. NANGLE; CATHERINE D. PERRY; 

CHARLES A. SHAW; DONALD J. STOHR, As United States Attorney, 
now Federal Judge; DAVID D. NOCE, United States Magistrate; 
ROBERT LANDSLAND; WILLIAM S. BAHN, United States Magistrate; 
HANRY J. FREDERICKS, Assistant United States Attorney; 

WESLEY D. WEDEMEYER, Assistant. United States Attorney; 

THOMAS E. DITTMEIER, Former United States Attorney; STEPHEN 

B. HIGGINS, Former United States Attorney; WILLIAM C. 

BRYSON, Acting U.S. Solicitor General; STUART E. SCHIFFER, 
Acting U.S. Solicitor General; BARBARA L. HERWIG, U.S. 
Attorney; COLETTE J. WINSTON, U.S. Attorney; CHARLES FRIED, 
Former U.S. Solicitor; DREW S. DAY, III, U.S. Solicitor 
General; CHRISTOPHER W. VASIL, Deputy Clerk United States 
Supreme Court; FRANCIS J. LORSON, Deputy Clerk United States 
Supreme Court; JOHN DOE, Clerk, In Forma Pauperis 
Department; JAY B. STEPHENS, United States Attorney, and 
Assistant Attorney District of Columbia; JOHN DATES, United 
States Attorney and Assistant Attorney District of Columbia; 
R. CRAIG LAWRENCE, United States Attorney and Assistant 
Attorney District of Columbia; SHARON UNKNOWN, United States 
Attorney and Assistant Attorney District of Columbia; JO ANN 
FARRINGTON, Assistant. United States Attorney General; JAMES 
P. TURNER, Assistant United States Attorney General; DIANE 

C. ROBERTS, Assistant United States Attorney General; JOHN 
R. DUNNE, Assistant United States Attorney General; DANIEL 
MASTAS , Assistant United States Attorney General; DEBORAH C. 
WESTBROOK, Assistaht. United States Attorney General; HAZEL 
G. BRIGGS, Assistant United States Attorney General; 
CHRISTOPHER A. RIZZUTO, Assistant United States Attorney 
General; LINDA K. DAVIS, Assistant United States Attorney 
General; MANDEL A. RODRIGUEZ, Assistant United States 
Attorney General; PAUL W. SUDDES, Assistant. United States 
Attorney General; JOHN DOE, Attorney Head of Civil Rights 
Division; UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, 

D. C.; JOSEPH R. BIDEN, JR., Former Chairman, United States 
Committees on the Judiciary; EDWARD M. KENNEDY; HOWARD M. 
METZENBAUM; DENNIS DECONCINI; PATRICK J. LEAHY; HOWELL 
HEFLIN; PAUL SIMON; HERBERT KOHL; DIANNE FEINSTEIN; CAROL 
MOSELEY -BRAUN; ORRIN G. HATCH, Chairman ; STROM THURMOND; 
ALAN K. SIMPSON; CHARLES E. GROSSLEY; ARLEN SPECTOR; HANK. 
BROWN; WILLIAM S. COHEN; LARRY PRESSLER, United States House 
Committee on the Judiciary; L. RALPH MEECHAM, Administrative 
Office of the United States Courts; JAMES E. MACKLIN, JR.; 
JOHN K. RABIEJ; MICHAEL R. BROMWICH, U.S. Inspector General; 
DRUG ENFORCMENT AGENCY; RANDALL D. OITKER, special agent; 

TOM SMITH, Supervisor; STEVEN D. STODDARD, Agent of 



o 


Assistant U.S. Attorney; JAMES D. MCDOWELL, Agent of 
Assistant U.S. Attorney; DENNIS BACKER, Agent of Assistant 
U.S. Attorney; MICHAEL ADAMS, Agent of Assistant U.S. 
Attorney; KENNETH M. SINK, Agent of Assistant U.S. Attorney; 
FRANK J. SMMS, Agent of Assistant U.S. Attorney; WILLIAM 
BARR; RICHARD THORNBURGH, Former U.S. Attorney Generals; 

JOHN C. DANFORTH, U.S. Senator; CHRISTOPHER S. BOND, U.S. 
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Senator; JOHN FEIKENS, U.S. District Judge; UNKNOWN MARTIN; 
UNKNOWN WELLFORD; UNKNOWN WEICK, U.S. Circuit Judges, Sixth 
Circuit; RICHARD ROGERS, U.S. District Judge, Kansas City, 
Kansas; U.S. COURT OF APPEALS, EN BANC, for the Tenth 
Circuit; WILLIAM BAKER, Former Assistant U.S. Attorney 
General; FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION; CITY OF ST. LOUIS; 
ST. LOUIS BOARD OF POLICE COMMISSIONERS; JAMES S. CONWAY, 
President, St. Louis Board of Police Commissioners; CHARLES 
E. MISCHEAUX, Vice President, St. Louis Board of Police. 
Commissioners; RODNEY D. WILLIAMS, Secretary, St. Louis 
Board of Police Commissioners; ANNE MARIE CLARKE; MATTHEW J. 
TADBERG; FREEMAN BOSLEY, JR., Mayor, City of St. Louis; 
NICHOLAS PENNINAN, St. Louis Post Dispatch Newspaper, Owner 
and Publisher; LASZLO DOM JAM, Editor; FOSTER S. DAVIS; 

RONALD WILNOW; WILLIAM WOO, Editor; ED HIGGINS; DONNA 
KORANDO; TIM BROSS; BOB POSEN; MARGARET FREIVOGEL; REX SIM; 
ROGER RUWE; U.S. POSTMASTER GENERAL; ROBERT BENETT, 
Supervisor, U.S.* Postal Service; JOHN C. GOODMAN, Manager; 
UNKNOWN CARRIERS, U.S. Postal Service; CLARENCE HARMON, 

Police Chief; MICHAEL RILEY,, Police Detective; UNKNOWN 
POLICE OFFICERS; UNKNOWN POLYGRAPH OPERATOR; ST. LOUIS 
POLICE DEPARTMENT; ROBERT D. ST. VRAIN, Clerk; SUSANNA 
TOMLINSON, Deputy Clerk, U.S. District Court, Eastern 
Missouri; JEFFREY D. ATKINS, Assistant Clerk, U.S. Supreme 
Court; JOSEPH F. SPANIOL, JR., Former Clerk, U.S. Supreme 
Court; UNKNOWN MCADONIL, U.S. Probation Officer during 1976; 
EYVON MEND ENHA LL, Former Clerk, U.S. District Court, Eastern 
Missouri ; WASHINGTON POST NEWSPAPER, owners'; DONALD GRAHAM, 
Publisher; LEONARD DOWNIE, JR., Executive Editor; ROBERT G. 
KAISER, Managing Editor; THOMAS WILKINSON, Assistant 
Managing Editor; MEG GREENFIELD, Editorial Page Editor; 
STEPHEN ROSENFELD, Editorial Page Deputy Editor; KENNETH 
IKENBERRY, Editorial Page Assistant Editor; RICHARD CROKER, 
News Assistant Managing Editor; WENDY ROSS, News Editor; 
ROBERT WILLIAMS, News Assistant Editor; FRED BARBASH, 
National News Editor; KAREN DEYOUNG, National News Assistant 
Managing Editor; BOB BARNES, National News Deputy Editor; 
BRADLEY GRAHAM, National News Deputy Editor; MARALEE 
SCHWARTZ, National News Deputy Editor; CITY OF BRIDGETON; 
UNKNOWN MAYOR, City of Bridgeton; CITY OF CLAYTON; UNKNOWN 
MAYOR, city Of Clayton; CITY OF NORTHWOOD; UNKNOWN MAYOR, 
City of Northwood; ST. LOUIS COUNTY; SCOTT O' WRIGHT; DEAN 
WHIPPLE, U.S. District Judge, Western District of Missouri, 
Jefferson City; MICHAEL A. FORST, Attorney at. Law; J. MARTIN 
HADICAN, Attorney at. Law; MARVIN J, NODIFF, Attorney at. Law; 
ROBERT E. KEANEY; JAMES W. REEVES; MOSER, MARSALEY, 

CARPENTER, CLEARY, JAECKEL AND KEANEY; RAYMOND HOWARD, 
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Attorney at Law; J. SCOTT RICHARDSON, Attorney at Law; 
UNKNOWN DEFENDANTS, and other persons names unknown at this 
time 


Defendants - Appellees 
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95-1789 Sylvester Jones v.. Fernando J. Gaitan, et al 

3/31/95 Civil Case Docketed, (cah) 

3/31/95 CERTIFIED copies notice of appeal, docket 

entries, 

memorandum 3/15/95, order 3/15/95. [95-1789] 


[554500] (cah) 

3/31/95 RECORDS received: Original File, consisting of 

one Volume. 

Location St. Louis. [95-1789] (cah) 

3/31/95 BRIEFING SCHEDULE: Court will consider appeal on 

original 


Brief of 


file of the District Court. [95-1789] [554504] 


4/4/95 
Catherine D. 

(skh) 


aplnt due on 5/10/95 , (cah) 

MOTION of aplnt, Sylvester Jones, requesting 
Parry be joined in part. [95-1789] [591785] 


4/7/95 

the 


4/18/95 

[95-1789] 


4/25/95 

[566786] 


6/12/95 
for writ of 

[95-1789] 


Public Docket Note: Appellees were not served in 
district court. [95-1789] (cah) 

MOTION of aplnt, Sylvester Jones, for stay. 
[566785] (cah) 

PETITION Writ of Mandamus filed by appellant. 
[95-1789] (cah) 

SUPPLEMENTAL MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT of petition 
mandamus and injunction. [566786-1] [581454] . 

(cah) 


6/14/95 SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT filed 

by 

appellant regarding petition for Writ of 

Mandamus . 

[566786-1] [584019]- . [95-1789] (cah) 



o 


o 


6/21/95 JUDGE ORDER: Appellant's motion for stay and 

petition for 

writ of mandamus are denied. [566786-1] 

[95-1789] [585579], 

[566785-1] [95-1789] [585579] (jpp) 

6/21/95 SUPPLEMENTAL MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT filed 

regarding writ of 

mandamus. [581469-1] [95-1789] (cah) 

7/5/95 MOTION of aplnt, Sylvester Jones, for sanctions 

against 

unknown named deputy clerk of the court . 
[95-1789] [591790] 

(skh) 


7/21/95 
Catherine D. 

hereby 

[597067] 

8/1/95 
due on 

8/14/95 

requirement of 


ORDER filed: Appellant 1 s motions requesting 
Perry be joined in part and for sanctions are 
denied. [591785-1] [95-1789] [597067] [95-1789] 

(jPP) 

REVISED BRIEFING SCHEDULE: [95-1789] Aplnt brief 

8/15/95 (jpp) 

MOTION of aplnt, Sylvester Jones, to waive 

filing copies of their brief. [95-1789] [607003] 

w/service 8/14/95 (jpp) 
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8/14/95 
Jones 35 pgs 

[95-1789] 


BRIEF FILED - Brief of Appellant- Sylvester 
w/addendum - 5 copies - w/service 8/14/95 . 
[607043] (jpp) 


8/14/95 

Sylvester 

[95-1789] (jpp) 

8/14/95 

Banc 

appeal . 

8/17/95 

copy 

shall provide 
copies . 

10/ 13/ 95 

banc. 

appeal is 
Jones 


RECORDS received: Appendix filed by Appellant 
Jones consisting of 4 Volume (s) , 3 Copies. 

MOTION of aplnt, Sylvester Jones, for Hearing En 
requesting this court recuse itself from pending 
[95-1789] [628006] w/service 8/14/95 (jpp) 

ORDER filed : Appellant. 1 s motion to waive brief 
requirements is granted. The Clerk's Office, 
the. additional copies necessary waive brief 
[607003-1] [607005] (jpp) 

JUDGE ORDER: Appellant's motion for hearing en 
requesting the court recuse itself from pending 
hereby denied. [628006-1] filed by Sylvester 
[95-1789] [628021] (jpp) 


12/7/95 SUBMITTED ON THE BRIEFS without oral argument to 

Judges 

George G. Fagg, James B. Loken, Morris S. 

Arnold. [95-1789] 

(jPP) 

12/15/95 THE COURT: George G. Fagg, James B. Loken, 

Morris S . Arnold 

. PER CURIAM OPINION FILED: UNPUBLISHED 
[95-1789] [651801] 

(ema) 



12/15/95 
S . Arnold 

accordance 
[END OF DOCKET: 



JUDGMENT: George G. Fagg, James B. Loken, Morris 
: The judgment of the lower court is AFFIRMED in 
with the opinion. [95-1789] [651811] (ema) 

95-1789] 
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Title: SYLVESTER JONES v. 

FERNANDO J. GAITAN, ET AL. ; 
EIGHTH CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS 
DOCKET NUMBER 95-1789 


Synopsis: Docket review. 

Enclosures: One copy of current docket sheet. 

Details: On 12/29/95, a review was conducted of the docket re 

instant appeal through the PACER, computer system. 

HQ note on 12/15/1995 the Court affirmed the opinion of 
the- lower -court . 

This appeals case is closed. 
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IN THE 

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE SEVENTH CIRCUIT 


No. 96-3262 


SYLVESTER JONES, 


APPELLANT. 


VS. 

UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT EN BANC; 
WILLIAN H.REHNQUIST, CHIEF JUSTICE; 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICES, ANTHONY M. KENNEDY ; 
SANDRA DAY 0 1 CONNER; DAVID H.SCALIA; 

JOHN PAUL STEVENS; CHARENCE THOMAS; 
STEPHEN G . BREYER ; RUTH BADER GINSBURG; 
ANTONIN SCAILA; RETIRED JUSTICE, HARRY, 

H i BLACKMUN ; BYRON R . WHITE ; CLERK , 

WILLIAN K.SUTER; DEPUTIES CLERKS, TROY, 

D. CAHILL; CHRISTOPHEN W. WAIL; FRANCIS, 
J.LORSON; ELLEN BRONDFIELD; LAW CLERKS, 
FOR JUSTICE REHNQUI ST, AUDREY J., 
ANDERSON; ERIC SCHEUERMANN; RONALD J., 
TENPAS; RETIRED JUSTICE BLACKMUN, 
STEPHANIS A. J.DANGEL; JEFFREY MEYER; 
MOLLY McUSIC; OTHER UNKNOWN NAMED; 

JANET RENOVUNITED STATES ATTORNEY , 
GENERAL: DREW S.DAY III ,U. S . SOLICITOR , 
GENERAL; UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS, 
EN BANC FOR THE EIGHTH CIRCUIT; RICHARD, 
S. ARNOLD, CHIEF JUDGE; ASSOCIATE JUDGES, 
THEODORE McMILLIAN; GEORGE G. FAGG; PASCO, 
M . BOWMAN ; ROGER L . WOLLMAN ; FRANK J . , 
MAGILL; C . ARLEN BEAM; JAMES B.LOKEN; 

DAVID R. HANSEN; MORRIS S. ARNOLD; UNITED, 
STATES DISTRICT COURT EASTERN AND . , 
WESTERN- DISTRICT OF MISSOURI EN BANC; 
EDWARD L.FILIPPINE, CHIEF JUDGE, EASTERN, 
DISTRICT; ASSOCIATE JUDGES, STEPHEN N., 
LIMBAUGH; GEORGE F .GUNN, JR. ; JEAN C., 



V 




KSDK CHANNEL 5 TELEVISION NETWORK; JOHN C.KUENEKE, GENERAL, 
MANAGER; MIKE SHIPLEY /MANAGER; CLIFF ABRORANATS, NEWS, DIRECTOR; 
JOHN 0" CONNOR, NEWS EDITOR; LISA BEDIAN, DIRECTOR; BRUCE BARNH- 
ARDT , REPORTER ;DANITA BLACKWOOD, PRODUCER; „RICK EDLUND, ANCHOR; 
ERIC EIFRIG, PRODUCER; JENNIFER BLOME, ANCHOR; KAREN FOSS,ANCH- 
OR; JEFF FOWLER, REPORTER; LEISA ZIGMAN, REPORTER; KAY QUENN, RE- 
PORTER; DAY GRAY, ANCHOR ;DEANNE LANE, REPORTER; SARAH HARLOW, 
REPORTER; JEAN JACKSON, REPORTER; ART HOLLIDAY, ANCHOR ;ktvi CHA- 
NNEL 2 TV NETWORK; KENNETH H.MACQUEEN, GENERAL/STATION MANAGER; 
WILLI AN BERRA, NEWS DIRECTOR; KEVIN LYNIN,NEWS EDITOR; JOE LAM- 
IE,NEWS EDITOR; LINDA HILL, DIRECTOR; VICKI BABU, EDITOR; MANDY, 
MURPHY , ANCHOR ; DONN MARAH , ANCHOR ; LAURA , CLARK , PRODUCER ; JOHN 
ABUBLE, ANCHOR; KATHRYN KIETER, ANCHOR; HAROLD GEIGER, PRODUCER; 

AMY AUSTIN, PRODUCER; DENNIS RIGGS, ANCHOR; STEVE SCHRAEGER , PRO- 
DUCER; DICK FORD, ANCHOR ;ALETA HARRIS , PRODUCER; TOM 0"NEAL, RE- 
PORTER; VICKORIA BABU, ANCHOR ;BETSOY BRUCE, REPORTER; MARION, 
BROOKS, REPORTER; ROCHE MADDEN, REPORTERFERNANDO J.GAITAN, DISTR- 
ICT JUDGE, WESTERN DISTRICT OF MISSOURI ; JOSEPH R. STEVENS , CHIEF, 
JUDGE, LOUIS FREEH, DIRECTOR, F.B. I. ; JAMES W. NELSON, HEAD AGENT, 
F.B.I.ST LOUIS, MISSOURI; EDWARD L.DOWD JR. ,U.S. ATTORNEY; JOSEPH 
B. MOORE, ASSISTANT U.S. ATTORNEY ;HANRY J . FREDERICK; AND WESLEY 
D.WEDEMEYER ASSISTANT U.S. ATTORNEYS, EASTERN DISTRICT OF MISS- 
OURI ; JOYCE ARMSTRONG, DIRECTOR AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION; 
MEMBER OF ITS BOARD OF DIRECTORS, ST LOUIS MISSOURI ; J .MARTIN, 
HADICAN, ATTORNEY AT LAW; GEORGE MILLER, ATTORNEY AT LAW ; DR . , 

KATZ; CHRIS WEATHERFORD, ASSISTANT CHIEF ADMINISTRATION;MARY, 
BURTON , GASTROENTEROLOGIST; DONALD L. ZIEGENHORN , DIRECTOR ; J OHN , 
COCHRAN VA MEDICAL CENTER, ST LOUIS MISSOURI ; JESSE BROWN, SECR- 
ETARY U.S. DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS; DR. SETH EISEN;JAMES, 
W.HOLSINGER, JR. CHIEF MEDICAL DOCTOR; GEORGE S.GIETZ(MD) ; ANDREW 
J.FRINCIPI, ACTING SECRETARY, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAI- 
RS; JAMES SFOFFA,GASTERENTEROLOIST, BARNES/ JEWISH HOSPITAL, ST 
LOUIS> MISSOURI-; CONTRACTED- J OHN COCHRAN VA MEDICAL .CENTER ; 

DAVID E. DAVENPORT, JR. /COUNSEL, VA MEDICAL CENTER; JACK McJOY, 
ADJUDICATION OFFICER, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS RON- 
ALD GOODENDERGER(MD) , BARNES/ JEWISH HOSPITAL; BARNES/ JEWISH, HO- 
SPITAL AT WASHINGTON UNIVERSITY SCHOOL OF MEDICINE; MEMBERS OF 
ITS BOARD OF DIRECTORS; RUONE-POULENC RORER, INC. , PHARMACEUTI- 
CAL MANUFACTURING AND DISTRIBUTION, CORP. ; OWNERS /MEMBERS OF ITS 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS ;kplr channel 11 TV NETWORK; JEFF BERNTHAL, 
ANCHOR ; KELLI EGGENS, ANCHOR; CHIRENE BUCK, REPORTER ; HEL PROTTER, 
GENERAL MANAGER; DANIEL J. NEUMANN, MANAGER; JIM WRIGHT, MANAGER; 
HOWARD STEVENS, DIRECTOR; BILL REES, DIRECTOR; JULIA BISHOP, EDI- 
TOR; BERADINE DOUGLAS, DIRECTOR; SID MOORE, EXECUTIVE PRODUCER; 
NANCY WILLIAM(MD) /DIRECTOR, NATIONAL CUSTOMER FEEDBACK, VHA; 
GALEN L. BARBOUR (MD) /ASSISTANT CHIEF MEDICAL DIRECTOR FOR QUA- 
LITY MANAGEMENT , PAMELA A. SPRAKER, EXECUTIVE OFFICER, U.S. DEPAR- 
TMENT OF JUSTICE, CRIMINAL DIVISION; JOHN E . COLLINGWOOD, INSPEC- 
TOR, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF INVESTIGATION; SWANSON D. CARTER, UNIT 
CHIEF, OFFICE OF PUBLIC , 
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AND CONGRESSIONAL AFFAIRS /U.S. DEPARTMENT OF INVESTIGATION? 
ROBB M. JONES /CLERK AND CHIEF INVESTIGATOR TO CHIEF JUSTICE/ 
REHNQUIST; JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF THE EIGHTH CIRCUIT OF THE, 
UNITED STATES EN BANC; RICHARD Si ARNOLD /CHIEF; THEODORE, 
McMILLI AN? GEORGE G.FAGG; PASCO M. BOWMAN; ROGER L.WOLLMAN; 
FRANK MAGILL;C.ARLEN BEAM; JAMES B.LOKEN; JIMM L.HENDREN; 
RANOLD E.LONGSTAFF; DIANA E .MURPHY; STEPHEN N.LIMBAUGH; 

LYLE E. STROM; PATRICK A. CONMY; RICHARD H.BATTEY, MEMBERS OF 
THE COUNCIL; NADINE STROSSEN, PRESIDENT NATIONAL AMERICAN, 
CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION; MEMBER OF ITS BOARD OF DIRECTORS; 

IRA GLASSER, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR; STEVEN R.SCHAPIRO, OFFICE, 
T.LEWIN. LEGAL ASSISTANT, AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION; 
NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR THE ADVANCEMENT OF COLORED, 

PEOPLE, MEMBERS OF ITS BOARD OF DIRECTORS ;MYRLIE EVERS, 
WILLIAM,CHAIRWOMAN(N. A.A.C.P. ) ;( KENNETH B . CARK, CHAIRMAN; 
JAMES C.CALAWAY, TREASURER, AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES, UNION) 
DALE F. MAYERS ALLEGED ATTORNEY AT LAW-AGENT OF DISTRICT, 
JUDGE, CLYDE S . CAHILL; ROBERT D. ST. VRAIN, CLERK U. S . DISTRICT, 
COURT, EASTERN MISSOURI ; "TIM" CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK: CYNTHA, 
CROSS DEPUTY CLERK, EASTERN DISTRICT OF MISSOURI; SHARP, 
ELECTRONICS CORPORATION? SHARP MANUFACTURING COMPANIES, 
AMERICA SUBSIDIARIES OF SHARP CORPORATION, SHARP REMANUF- 
ACTURING COMPANIES > INC . TOSKIKAZU , CHAIRMAN ; SUEYILI HIROKA, 
PRESIDENT; KEILCHI HO JO, EXECUTIVE VICE PRESIDENT; DAN INFA- 
NTI, DIRECTOR; JOHN BLAKE, DIRECTOR; MANERED EDELMAN, VICE, 
PRESIDENT; AND ALL OTHER PERSONS CONSTITUTING SHARP CORP., 

A & E ELECTRONICS, ITS SUBSIDIARIES OF A&E ELECTRONICS; 
EDWARD N. SCHILLING, PRESIDENT; WALTER C.MIXSON, CHAIRMAN; 
MICHAEL DITTMAN, SECRETARY; PETER BRUCH, VICE PRESIDENT; 

BETTY SCHOLZ/VICE PRESIDENT; ITS REPAIRMEN, AND ALL OTHER, 
CONSTITUTING A&E ELECTRONICS CORP. /JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF THE 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT OF THE UNITED STATES, ITS, 
MEMBERS, MI KVA ;EDWARDS; SILBERMAN; WILLIAMS ; SENTELLE ;HENDER- 
SON; ROGERS, CIRCUIT JUDGES; PENN; RICHEY; GREENE; GREEN; SPORK- 
IN, AND LAMBERTH, DISTRICT JUDGES;DAVID R.DYROFF, JR.S LAW 
FIRM OF HUSCH & EPPENBERGER; JAMES R. DANKENBRING, LAW FIRM, 

OF DANKENBRING & CREIMAN; DAVID W . SOLB ELMAN , LAW FIRM OF, 
HUSCH & EPPENBERGER; JOSEPH E . MARTINEAU , LAW FIRM OF LEWIS, 

& RICE; 

VIACON BROADCASTING OF MISSOURI ?MKOV TELEVISION CHANNEL 4, 
JAMMIE ALLMAN, REPORTER; JULIUS HUNTER AND LARRY CONNERS, 
ANCHORS; ALLAN CHHEN,VICE PRESIDENT; PAGGY MILNER, MANAGER; 

JIM ROTHSCILD, DIRECTOR; STEVE HAMMED NEWS DIRECTOR; TOM BELL, 
NEWS DIRECTOR; MARY CANNON, DIRECTOR; DAVIS KEISER, EDITOR; 

PETE BARRETT, EDITOR; STEVE HOUSTON, EDITOR; AND ALL OTHER, 
CONSTITUTING VIACON BROADCASTING OF MISSOURI ; SUBURBAN JOU- 
RNAL NEWSPAPERS OF GREATER ST LOUIS, INC. ; THOMAS E.RICE, 
PRESIDENT/PUBLISHER; NANCY DARRNOEAL, PRODUCTION DIRECTOR; 
VACANT EDITORIAL, DIRECTOR; FRED MATTHIAS , DIRECTOR; JAY FRI- 
ZZO, MANAGER; RICK JARVIS, OFFICER; LAURIE GEOFF MOSER, OFFICER; 
•LAURIE SALRNO, OFFICER; PAGGY SMITH OFFICER; FAYE PEIL, OFF- 
ICER; "PERSON UNKNOWN AS, BORDELLI"; WILLIAM P. BLACK, PRESI- 
DENT; 


-iii- 




DENT; ST LOUIS CRUSADER NEWSPAPERS; DONALD THOMPSON, EDITOR; 

AND ALL OTHER CONSTITUTING ST LOUIS CRUSADER NEWSPAPERS; 

ST LOUIS ARCUS NEWSPAPERS, ITS OWNERS, MEMBERS OF BOARD OF, 
DIRECTORS, AND ALL OTHER CONSTITUTING ST LOUIS ARCUS NEWSPA- 
PERS; DONALD M. SUGGS, PRESIDENT; THE ST LOUIS AMERICAN NEWSPA- 
PERS PUBLISHING COMPANY; ITS EDITORS, PUBLISHERS, PRESIDENTS, 
CHAIRMAN AND MEMBERS OF ITS BOARD OF DIRECTORS; THE EVENING 
WHIRL NEWSPAPERS AND ALL' PERSONS CONSTITUTING THE EVENING, 
WHIRL; THE ST LOUIS SENTINEL NEWSPAPERS, AND ALL OTHER PERSONS 
CONSTITUTING THE ST LOUIS SENTINEL NEWSPAPERS; LAW FIRM OF, • 
JOINED, MARK G. ARNOLD, MATV IN L.LINDMARL, ANDREW J . LAY ; LAW FIRM, 
OF KOHN , SH ANDS , LEBERT , GI ANOULAKI S AND GILJUM; ATTORNEYS, ROBE- 
CCA S.STITH; JOHN GIANOULAKIS; JO ANN FARRINGTON, DEPUTY CHIEF, 
PUBLIC INTEGRITY, CRIMINAL DIVISION, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE; 
DAVAL L. PATRICK, DIRECTOR CIVIL RIGHTS DIVISION, U.S. DEPARTMENT 
OF JUSTICE; FORMER U.S. ATTORNEYS, THOMAS E.DITTIER; STEPHEN B., 
HIGGINS; RICHARD E. COUGHLIN; ATTORNEYS AT LAW, MICHAEL A.FOTST; 
MARVIN J.NODIFF; DAVID D. NOCE; WILLI AN S. BAHN, U.S. MAGISTRATES ; 
CIVIL RIGHTS DIVISION OF UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
ATTORNEYS, JAMES P. TURNER; DIANA C. ROBERTS; JOHN R. DUNNE; HAZEL, 

G. BRIGGS; DANIEL MASTAS ; MANDEL A. RODRIGUEZ; PAUL W.SUDDES; LANDA, 
K. DAVIS ;CHISTOPHER A. RIZZUTO; DEBORAN C .WESTBROOK; SENATE COMM- 
ITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY OF THE UNITED STATES, HOSEPH R.BIDEN, 

JR . ; EDWARD M. KENNEDY; HOWARD M.MCTZENBAUM; DENNIS DeCONCINI; 
PATRiCK J. LEAHY; HOWELL T. HEDLIN ; PAUL , SIMON ; HERB KOHL; STROM, 
THURMOND; ORRIN G . CHRCH;fALAN K . SIMPSON; CHARLES E.CRASSLEY; 

ARLEN SPECTER; HENK BROWN ;HOUSE~COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 

OF THE UNITED STATES CONGRESS , JACK BROOKS; DON EDWARDS; JOHN, 
CONYERS, JR. ; RONALD L.MAZZOLI ; WILLIAM J.HUNGHES; MIKE SYNAR; 
PATRICIA SCHROEDER; DAN CLICKMAN; BARNEY FRANK; CHARLES E. , 
SCHUMER; EDWARD F . FEIGHAN; HOWARD L. BERMAN; RICK BOUGHER; HARLEY, 

,0 . STAGGERS ,, JR..;. JOHN. BRYANT; MEL LEVINE; GEORGE E . SANG MEISTER ; 
CRAIS A. WASHINGTON; PETER HO AG LAND; MIKE KOPETSKI ; JACK REED; 
HAMILTON FISH. JR. ; CARLOS J. MOORHEAD: HENRY § .HYDE; JIM SENSEN- 
BRENNER JR.;BILL McCOLLUM; GEORGE W.GEKAS; HOWARD COBLE;LAMAR, 
SMITH; CRAIG T. JAMES; TOM CAMPBELL; STEVEN H.SCHIFF;JIM RAMSTAD; 
GEORGE ALLEN ; WILLIAM C. BRYSON, FORMER U.S. SOLICITOR GENERAL; 
CHARLES FRIED, FORMER U.S. SOLICITOR GENERAL; SELECT COMMITTEE 
ON ETHICS, OF THE UNITED STATES CONGRESS, RICHARD H. BRYAN; 

THOMAS A. DASCHLE; MITCH McCONNELL ; TED STEVENS; ROBERT C. SMITH; 
SELECT COMMITTEE ON 'RULES OF PRACTICE AND PROCEDURAL; ADMIN- 
ISTRATIVE OFFICE OF UNITED STATES COURT ( S ) ; MECHAN L. RALPH, 
DIRECTOR; JAMES E.MACKLIN, JR. , DEPUTY DIRECTOR; JOHN K.RABIEJ, 
CHIEF RULES COMMITTEE; WASHINGTON WASHINGTON POST NEWSPAPERS; 
OWNERS; JOHN C. DANFORDTH; CHRISTOPHER S. BOND, UNITED STATES SEr 
NATORS; JOHN. FRIKENS, U.S. DISTRICT JUDGE, MICHIGAN; UNITED STATES 
COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE TENTH CIRCUIT EN BANC; WILLIAM SESS- 
IONS, FORMER DIRECTOR F.B. I .; WILLIAM BAKER FORMER ASSISTANT, 
DIRECTOR F.B.I. ;UNITED STATES INSPECTOR GENERAL; ST LOUIS POST, 
DISPATCH NEWSPAPERS; MICHAEL E. PULITZER, PRESIDENT; AND ALL OTH- 
ER PERSONS, MEMBERS OF ITS BOARD OF DIRECTORS; EDITORS; MANAGERS; 
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DIRECTORS / CONSTITUTING ST LOUIS POST DISPATCH NEWSPAPERS; 
RETIRED EDITOR WILLIAM F.WOO;EYVON MENDENHALL, FORMER CLERK, 
U.S. DISTRICT COURT, EASTERN MISSOURI ; ROBERT F.CONNON, CLERK, 
U.S. DISTRICT COURT, WESTERN DISTRICT OF MISSOURI ; CALVIN TODD 
ASSISTANT CLERK, U.S. SUPREME COURT; FORMER COMMUNITY FEDERAL, 
SAVING AND LOAN ASSOCIATION; FIRST AMERICAN TITLE INSURANCE 
COMPANY, ITS OWNERS, PRESIDENTS, CHAIRMAN, MEMBERS OF BOARD OF, 
DIRECTORS; ST LOUIS METROPOLITAN POLICE DEPARTMENT, ITS STATE 
BOARD OF POLICE COMMISSIONERS; CHARENCE HARMMON, FORMER CHIEF 
OF POLICE ; MICHEAL RILEY POLICE DETECTIVE; UNKNOWN NAMED POL- 
ICE OFFICER/POLYGRAPH TESTING; OTHER UNKNOWN NAMED POLICE, 
OFFICERS; FREEMONS BOSLEY JR. , MAYOR ;GUNDAKER REAL ESTATE, 
COMPANY/CORPORATION, PRESIDENTS; CHAIRMAN, MEMBERS OF ITS BOA- 
RD OF DIRECTORS; CITIES OF CLAYTON; BRIDGETON; NORTHWOOD, AND 
ST LOUIS MISSOURI; UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT EN BANC, FOR 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA; JUDGES, CHIEF, JOHN GARRETT PENN; 
CHARLES R. RICHEY; JOYCE HENS GREEN ; THOMAS PENFIELD JACKSON; 
THOMAS FRANCIS HOGAN; STANLEY S. HARRIS; STANLEY SPORKIN; ROYCE 
C.LAMBERTH; JOHN H. PRATT; FORMER CHIEF, AUBREY E. ROBINSON, JR. ; 
RAYMOND HOWARD ATTORNEY AT LAW; T. SCOTT RICHARDSON, ATTORNEY, 
AT LAW; UNITED STATES DRUG ENFORCEMENT AGENCY; TOM SMITH, SUP- 
ERVISOR; RANDALL D.OITKER, SPECIAL AGENT; STEVEN D. STODDARD, 
JAMES D. McDOWELL, SPECIAL AGENTS; DENNIS BECKER AND MICHAEL, 
ADAMS, ST LOUIS COUNTY DETECTIVES, ATTACHED TO U.S. DRUG ENFO- 
RCEMENT AGENCY; SCOTT 0. WRIGHT; DEAN WHIPPLE, U.S. DISTRICT JUD 
GES, WESTERN DISTRICT OF MISSOURI; JENNETH M.SINK AND FRANK 
J. SIMMS, ALLEGED U.S. MARSHAL, U.S. COURTHOUSE ST LOUIS, MISSOU- 
RI ;SUSANNE TOMLINSIN, DEPUTY CLERK TO U.S. DISTRICT JUDGE, 
CHARLES A. SHAW, EASTERN MISSOURI; CHARYL A. LAU, GENERAL COUN- 
SEL; BARBARA K.BRACHER, PRINCIPAL ASSISTANT AND SOLICITOR, 
OFFICE OF THE GENERAL COUNSEL, U. S . HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES; 
FRANK W. HUNGER, ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL, CIVIL DIVISION, 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE; TYRONE A.TABORN-, CITY COUNSELOR; 
MICHARD A. DARVIN, ASSISTANT CITY COUNSELOR, CITY OF ST.LOIIS, 
MISSOURI; PETER J. DUNNE ; RABBITTPITZER; SNODGRASS, ATTORNEYS AT 
LAW, FOR THE CITY OF BRIDGETON, MISSOURI ; ROBERT E. JANES; LAW 
FIRM, JONES ;KORUM;WALTRIP, ATTORNEYS FOR FIRST AMERICAN TITLE 
INSURANCE COMPANY; FRANC IS J . VATTEROTT , PAUL F. DEVINE; SHARRAR 
DOLAN, P. C. , ATTORNEY FOR GORDON A.GUNDAKER REAL ESTATE COMP- 
ANY; 

ABC TELEVISION NETWORK; ROONE AREDGE, PRESIDENT; JOANNA BISTA- 
NY, VICE PRESIDENT; ALAN WURTEL,VICE PRESIDENT; PAUL FRIEDMAN, 
NEWS VICE PRESIDENT; RICHARD WALD, NEWS VICE PRESIDENT; ROBERT 
MURPHY, NEWS VICE PRESIDENT; KRIS SEBASTIAN, NEWS EDITOR; BOB, 
RUFF, NEWS EDITOR; JANICE GRETEMMEYER, DIRECTOR; STEPHEN BATT- 
AGL 10, MANAGER; PETE BARRETT, VICE PRESIDENT; CAROLYN SMITH, 
DIRECTOR; JEFF GREENFIELD, CORRESPONDENT; EILZABETH NISSEN, 
CORRESPONDENT; ARMEN KETEYI AN, CORRESPONDENT; ABC NEWS PROGR- 
AM 20/20 ; BARBARA WALTERS, HOST; HUGH DOWNS, HOST; VICTOR NEUF- 
ELD EXECUTIVE PRODUCER; MEREDITH WHITE, PRODUCER; DAVID TABA- 
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COFF, PRODUCER; MARTIN CLANCY, PRODUCER; BOB BROWN, CORRESPON- 
DENT; CATHERINE CRIER, CORRESPONDENT; TOM JARRIEL, CORRESPON- 
DENT; LYNN SHERR, CORRESPONDENT; ABC NEWS PROGRAM NIGHTLINE; 

TED KOPPEL, HOST; TOM BETTAG, EXECUTIVE PRODUCER; MARK NELSON, 
PRODUCER; C. SCOTT WILLIS , PRODUCER; RICHARD HARRIS, PRODUCER; 

LISA KOENIG, PRODUCER; KATHRYN KROSS, PRODUCER; DEANNA LEE, 
PRODUCER; CHRIS BURY, CORRESPONDENT; FEFF GREENFIELD, CORRES- 
PONDENT; DAVIS MARASH, CORRESPONDENT; PRIMETIME LIVE; DIANE , 
SAWYER, HOST; SAM DONALDSON, HOST; KAPLAN, EXECUTIVE PRODUCER; 
ROBERT WALLACE, PRODUCER; CHRIS WALLAVE, CORRESPONDENT; SYLVIA, 
CHASE, CORRESPONDENT; NANCY COLLINE, CORRESPONDENT; JOHN QUIM- 
ONES, CORRESPONDENT; JUDD ROSE, CORRESPONDENT; CBS TELEVISION, 
NETWORK; HOWARD STRINGER, PRESIDENT; JOE PEYONNIN, VICE PRESI- 
DENT;BILL FELLING BUREAU CHIEF; DON DeCWSARE, VICE PRESIDENT; 
JEFF SAGANSKY, PRESIDENT; REIC OBER,NEWS PRESIDENT; LANE VENA- 
RDOS , NEWS VICE PRESIDENT; NEAL PILSON, PRESIDENT; LINDA MASSON, 
PRESIDENT; JOHNATHAN RODGERS, PRESIDENT; RAY BRADY NEWS EDITOR; 
MARY BETH DURKIN, NEWS PRODUCER; DORTHEA LYNN, EDITOR; MARTIN, 
PILSSNER, REPORTER; ROBERT KRULWICH, CORRESPONDENT; 48 HOURS; 

DAN RATHER, HOST; CATHERINE LASIEWICZ, EXECUTIVE PRODUCER; AL, 
DRIGANTI, PRODUCER ;LYNE BOWENS, PRODUCER; SEEVE GLAUBER, PRODU- 
CER; TOM FLYNN, PRODUCER; CBS 60 MINUTES; KIKE WALLACE, HOST; 

ED BRADLEY, HOST; STEVE KROTT, HOST; LESLEY STAHL, HOST; MORLEY, 
SAFER, HOST; DONHEWITT, EXECUTIVE PRODUCER; ROME HARTMAN , PRODU- 
CER; PHIL SCHEFFLER, PRODUCER; CBS NEWS PROGRAM FACE THE NATION; 
BOB SCHIFFER, ANCHOR; MISSIE RENNIE, EXECUTIVE PRODUCER; CARIN, 
PRATT, PRODUCER; DENIES LI , PRODUCER; CBS NEWS PROGRAM THIS MOR- 
NING;HARRY SMITH, HOST; PAULA ZAULA, HOST; TED SAVAGL 10, EXECUT- 
IVE PRODUCER; BILL OWNS , PRODUCER; RANDY JOYCE, GUEST CONTACT; 
NANCY HENNESSEE, PRODUCER; CBS EVENING NEWS, DAN RATHER, ANCHOR; 
ERIK SORENSON, EXECUTIVE PRODUCER ;AL BERMAN, PRODUCER; JANET, 
LEISSNER, PRODUCER; KATHY MOORE, PRODUCER; JARRY CIPIANO,NEWS, 
PRODUCER; MARY BETH DURKIN/PRODUCER; CBS NEWS PROGR AM> SUNDAY , 
MORNING; CHARLES KURALT,HOST;MISSIE RENNIE , EXECUTIVE PRODUC- 
ER ;MARQUITA POOL, PRODUCER; BUD LAMOREAUX, PRODUCER; JOHN LEON- 
ARD, COMMENTATOR; BETSY AARON, REPORTER; WILLIAM CEIST, REPORTER; 
ABC ABC NIGHTLY NEWS WITH PETER JENNINGS; EMILY ROONEY, EXECU- 
TIVE PRODUCER; STU STRICHMAN, PRODUCER; KATGRYN CHRISTENSEN, 
PRODUCER; STEPHEN AUG, CORRESPONDENT; BOB .JAMIESON, CORRESPONDE- 
NT; CBS NEWS PROGRAN, UP TO THE MINUTE; TROY ANCHOR; TOM BRAD- 
FORD, EXECUTIVE PRODUCER; NBC NEWS PROGRAM, DATELINE; JANE PAU- 
LEY, HOST; STONE PHILLIPE, HOST; NEIL SHSPIRO, EXECUTIVE, PRODUC- 
ER; MARC POSSENWASSER, PRODUCER; SUSAN FARKAS, PRODUCER; JOE, ALL- 
CASTRO, PRODUCER; DEBOR AN ROBERTSM, CORRESPONDENT; JON SCOTT, 
CORRESPONDENT; FAITH DANIELS , CORRESPONDENT; NBC TELEVISION, 
NETWORK; PIERSON MAPES, PRESIDENT; LEE CURRLIN,VICE PRESIDENT; 
JEFF GASPIN, VICE PRESIDENT; ANDREW LACK, NEWS PRESIDENT; CHAE- 
RYL GOULD, NEWS VICE PRESIDENT; DAVID VERDIMDIRECTOR; KAROLYN, 
MANAGER; CLARE DUFFY, MANAGER; SUSAN HASPEL, DIRECTOR; CURT BLOCK 
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VICE PRESIDENT; MIKE JENSEN/ EDITOR; CAROL KAHN, PRODUCER; THE NEW, 
YORK TIMES NEWSPAPERS; ARTHUR SULZBERGER, PUBLISHER; MAX FRANKEL, 
EXECUTIVE EDITOR; JOSEPH LELYVELD, EDITOR; CAROLYN LEE, MANAGER/ 
EDITOR; DAVE JONES, MANAGER/EDITOR ; <SOLdD®N» MANAGING EDITOR; 

GERALD BOYD, MANAGING EDITOR; WARREN HOGE, MANAGING EDITOR ;AL, 
SIEGAL MANAGING EDITOR; HOWELL RAINES, EDITOR; SUSANNA RODELL, 
EDITOR; PHILIP BOFFEY, EDITOR; MITCHELL LEVITAS , EDITOR; BOB HER- 
BERT, COLUMNIST; LINDA MATGEWS,NEWS EDITOR; HARD COPY/PARAMOUNT, 
PICTURES, CORPORATION, AND TV NETWORK; OWNERS; MEMBERS OF BOARD 
OF DIRECTORS; BARRY NOLAN, HOST; TARRY MURPHY, HOST; DIANE DIMOND, 
CORRESPONDENT; STEVE BRONSTEN, CORRESPONDENT; CARLA PENNINGTON, 
CORRESPONDENT; DAUG BRUCKNER, CORRESPONDENT; FERNANDO MARTINEZ, 
OFFICER ; LINDA BELL , PRODUCER ; LINDA ELLMAN , PRODUCER ; NATIONAL , 
ENQUIRER/AN ENQUIRER STAR GROUP PUBLICATION, OWNERS; MICK WALK- 
ER, OWNER;LAIN CALDER, PRESIDENT; BARBARA HANNAH GRUFFERMAN, PUB- 
LISHER; SAM SCHOENLY, EDITOR; MARY MAHONEY, VICE PRESIDENT; STAR 
AN ENQUIRER/STAR GROUP PUBLICATION, OWNERS; ROGER WOOD, DIRECTOR; 
RICHARD KAPLAN, EDITOR; BARBARA HANNAH GRUFFERMAN, PUBLISHER/VICE 
PRESIDENT; SAM SCHOENLY, MANAGER; MARY MAHONEY, VICE PRESIDENT; 
GLOGE COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION/PUBLICATIONS, OWNERS; MICHAEL, 
ROSSENBLOOM, PUBLISHER/PRESIDENT; PHIL BUNTON , DIRECTOR; LEVINE , 
BARATTO ASSOCIATE; BBC ENTERPRISES LIMITED/BBC LIONHEART TELE- 
VISION, OWNERS; SARAN FRANK, PRESIDENT; MAG JAWED, VICE PRESIDENT; 
SYVIA DELIA, VICE PRESIDENT; CANDACE CARLISLE, VICE PRESIDENT; 
JULIUS CAIN, DIRECTOR; BETH CLARIELD, DIRECTOR; JONATHAN MARDER, 
VICE PRESIDENT; STEVE BRECKER, VICE PRESIDENT; PAMELA JANES, DIR- 
ECTOR 'LEGAL AFFAIRS; MITCH TUCKER, DIRECTOR; THE NEW YORK DALY, 
NEWSPAPERS , COMPANY/CORPORATION , OWNERS ; MORTIMER ZUCKERMAN , PUB- 
LISHER; MARTIN DUNN, EDITOR_IN_CHIEF; JAMES C. LYNCH, EXECUTIVE, 
EDITOR ;DEBBY ANN KRENEK, EDITOR; ELIZBETH POCHODA, EDITOR; LOU, 
COLASONNOMEDITOR; ARTHUR BROWNE, EDITOR; BOB LAIRD, EDITOR;MARK, 
PRENDERGAST, NATIONAL NEWS EDITOR; JAMES HAIRSTON, EDITOR; ROSE- 
MARY LAVAN, REPORTER ; PHIL, ROUR A , EDITOR ;.NEWS WEEK MAGAZI NES / COM- 
P ANY/CORPORATION, OWNERS; MEMBERS OF BOARD OF DIRECTORS; HAROLD, 
SHAIN, PUBLISHER ;GRRGORY OSHAIN, PUBLISHER; RICHARD M. SMITH, EDI- 
TOR; KENNETH AUCHINCLOSS, EDITOR; ALEXIS GELBER, EDITOR; MARNARD, 
PARKER, EDITOR; NED ZEMAN, EDITOR; PAUL KEATING, EDITOR; DOROTHY, 
WICKENDERMEDITOR ; PETER PRECOTT , REVIEWER ; TIME MAGAZINE , OWNERS ; 
MEMBERS OF BOARD OF DIRECTORS; ELIZABETH VALK , PUBLISHER; JASON, 
MCMANUS , EDITOR ; JIM GAINES , EDITOR ; JOHN STACKS , EDITOR ; RICHARD , 
DUNCAN, EXECUTIVE EDITOR;CHRIS PORTERIELD, EDITOR; JAMES KELLY, 
NEWS EDITOR ; GEORGE CHURCH, NEWS WRITER; SAM GWYNNE, EDITOR; U. S . , 
NEWS AND WORLD REPORT, OWNERS, MEMBERS OF BOARD OF DIRECTORS; 
RICHARD THOMPSON, PUBLISHER; MORTIMER ZUCKERMAN, EDITOR; DONALD, 
BAER, EDITOR; BRIAN DUFFY, EDITOR; LEWIS LORD, EDITOR; GLORIA BOR- 
GER, EDITOR; PETER BERNSTEIN, EXECUTIVE EDITOR; MICHAEL RUBY, ED- 
ITOR ;MARRILL McLOUGHIN, EDITOR; ROBERT GROVER, EDITOR; PETER MER- 
EDITH, EDITOR; EDWIN ALBUGH, EDITOR; EILZABETH BROOKE, EDITOR; HAR- 
RISON' RAINIE,EDITOR;FOX TWENTIETH SYNDCATION TELEVISION, PROG- 
RAM/A CURRENT AFFAIRS, OWNERS; MEMBERS OF BOARD OF DIRECTOR; 
MAUREEN 0" BOYLE, FORMER HOST; JOHN JOHNSON, FORMER HOST; IAN RAE, 
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EXECUTIVE PRODUCER; TARRY WHITCRAFT/ PRODUCER; DICK MCWILLIAMS, 
PRODUCER; NANCY KRAMER, PRODUCER; BARRY LEVINE, EDITOR; STRART, 
MARQUES, PRODUCER; DAN MEEMAN, EDITOR; BILL RIDLEY, QUEST CONTACT; 
JIM RYAN, FORMER HOST; KING WORLD PRODUCTIONS TV PROGRAM, AMER- 
ICAN JOURNAL, OWNERS; MEMBERS OF BOARD OF DIRECTORS; NANCY GLA- 
SS, HOST; JOHN TOMLIN, EXECUTIVE PRODUCER;BOB YOUNG, EXECUTIVE, 
PRODUCER; CHARLES LACHMAN, PRODUCER; KING WORLD PRODUCTIONS , IN- 
SIDE ADDITION, OWNERS; BILL 0" REILLY FORMER HOST;BOB YOUNG, 
EXECUTIVE PRODUCER; JOHN TOMLIN, EXECUTIVE PRODUCER; CHARLES , 
LACHMAN , PRODUCER ;U.S.A. TODAY NEWSPAPERS , COMPANY/CORPORATION , 
OWNERS; MEMBERS OF BOARD OF DIRECTORS; STANLEY LEHRER, PUBLISH- 
ER; ROBERT S.ROTHENBERG, EDITOR; JACK DICKMAN ,, MANAGER; THOMAS , 
CURLEY , PRODUCER ; TOM McNAMARA , EDITOR ; DAVID COLTON , EDITOR ; TARA , 
CONNELL, EDITOR; SUSAN GOLDBERG, EDITOR; PETER PRICHARD, EDITOR; 
KANREN JURGENSEN, EDITOR; GLEN MISHIMURA, EDITOR; GLEN MISHIMURA, 
EDITOR ; SHARON , SHARID , REPORTER ; MONTE LORELL, EDITOR; LE ANN TAY- 
LOR, EDITOR; BOOTS RYLIEL, COORDINATOR; WORLD PRESS REVIEW, OWNERS 
MEMBERS OF BOARD OF DIRECTORS; TERI SCHURE, PUBLISHER; GAIL ROB- 
INSON, EDITOR; SUE MAIER,- EDITOR; LIVE MAGAZINE COMPANY/CORPORA- 
TION, OWNERS , MEMBERS OF BOARD OF DIRECTORS; NORA McANIFF , PUBL- 
ISHER; JASON MCMANUS, EDITOR; DANIEL OKERNT, EDITOR; JAY LOVINGER, 
EDITOR; SUSAN BOLOTIN, EDITOR; PETER BONVENTRE, EDITOR; STEVE PE- 
TANEK, EDITOR; ANNA HOLLISTER, EDITOR; DORIS KINNEY, EDITOR; ROBERT 
SULLIVAN, EDITOR; MELISSA ASSISTANT EDITOR; COMMON CAUSE, ORGAN- 
IZATION; COMMON CAUSE MAGAZINE, OWNERS, MEMBERS OF BOARD OF DIR- 
ECTOR; EDWARD S. CABOT, CHAIRMAN; COMMITTEE MEMBERS, ANDY LOEWI; 
BRADLEY S .PGILLPS; JOHN R. CHAMBERLIN; ANNETTE LoVOI ; SIDNEY, 
GARVAIS; JOHN D. SAXON; RICHARD J. ZECKHAUSER; DAVID BEAULIEU; 

PHIL SCHOGEN ; ANN McBRIDE , EUGENE W. ADAMS; ANN WYNIA; HARNNAH, 

K . LATPSON ; aLOIS M. ROZET; BARRY BINGHAM, JR. ; MARY ELLEN REESE; 
HARRIET KEVSERLING; JACKIE T. MALONE ;RICKI SCIDMAN . 

CONSOLIDATED APPEALS 

JONES VS. MISSOURI BAR COMMITTEES ET AL . , ONLY APPELLEES NOT 
NAMED ABOVE: 

MISSOURI BAR ADMINISTRATION, BAR COMMITTEE OF THE 
TWENTY FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT; MISSOURI BAR ADMINISTRATION, 
COMMITTEE; CHAIRMAN; PRESIDENTS, AND ALL OTHER CONSTITUTING THE 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS, THE ADVISORY COMMITTEE AND CHIEF DISCIPL- 
NARY COUNSEL; JOHN E. HOWE, CHAIRMAN; JOHN L. OLIVER JR., PRESIDE- 
NT/BOARD LAW EXECUTIVE; SYLVESTER JAMES, JR. , SECRETARY BOARD 
OF LAW EXAMINERS; KERRY D . DOUGLAS , MEMBER OF BOARD LAW EXAMIN- 
ERS; LORI J. LEVINE, MEMBER BOARD OF LAW EXAMINERS; MARY V.SCHN- 
IDEIN, MEMBER BOARD LAW EXAMINERS; TUCKER LAURENCE R. OFFICER; 
CHARLES A.WELSS, PRESIDENT; KEITH A. BIKES, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR; 
JUDICIAL CONFERENCE OF MISSOURI SUPREME COURT; AND OTHER UN- 
KNOWN NAMED PERSONS. 
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED 

1 . WHETHER / This Appeal should be Reversed /because District 
Judge/William D,Stiehl,DiD Conspire With Appellees herein to 
use its office and power of the United States Government to 
Coverup and Conceal Class A Felony Crimes/ 18 USC § § 1/2, 3, 4/ 
241,242,1001/1961/1962,1963 [The Rico Act] ,2071 , 2073,2075, 

2076 /Disregarding Articles III § I and IV § 2 of the Const- 
itution Section 2 of the Thirteenth Amendment, the Due Proce- 
ss and Equal Protection Clauses of the Fifth and Fourteenth 
Amendments, 28 USC § § 453 and 455 et seq.,by having Knowled- 
ge and preventive power, Violated these requirements by Unst- 
itutionally Dismissed these [ Paid Complaint(S) With-Prejud- 
ice Blocking Clerk From signing, Sealing and Issuing Summon- 
ses presented to Clerk, Attempting to forever Shield Justic- 
es of the United States Supreme Court, U.S. House and Senate 
Committees and U.S. Department of Justice from answering to 
these crimes and the American's People ? 

( 2 ) 

WHETHER , This Appeal should be reversed because the Deliber- 
ate Failure of District judge, William D'.Stiehl to follow Fed- 
eral Rules Civil and Appellate Procedurals, Rule 52 Rule Civil 
Procedural Requiring District Judge to State Findings of Fac- 
ts and^ Conclusions of Law, Did Discriminated against Appellant 
on the bases of his race, Class, and because he were Pro Se wi- 
thout the aid of attorney, under 28 USC § 1654, And to further 
Shield Appellees from Impeachment Trials, Removal from Office, 
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Criminally Prosecuted and imprisoned as other citizens of the 
United States of America ? 

(3) 

WHETHER # This appeal should be reversed /because under Feder- 
al Laws /Complaints against all three(3) Branches of the Uni- 
ted States Government/ Judicial, Executive and Legislative can 
be brought in any Judicial District of the United States; exc- 
ept the Eastern District of Missouri , under 28 USC § 1391(e) 
and (l)(2),and that it were Constitution Error /Prejudice, and 
an abuse of power for District Judge, William D.Stiehl to 
Dismiss three(3) Paid Civil Rights Complaint (S) With-Prejud- 
ice for lack of Jurisdiction, Gross Discrimination on the bas- 
is race, class, and to sanctioned by judicial order /criminal 
activities on the part of Appellees, with Overwhelming Evide- 
nce in support before the Judge ? 

( 4 ) 

WHETHER , This Appeal should- be -reversed /because -deliberate 
failure of district Judge, William D.Stiehl to adhere to Rule 
58 Fed. R. Civ. P. /Requiring all final orders/ judgments on a sep- 
arate Document , which Judge Stiehl refused to do, by Dismissing 
three ( 3 ) Paid Complaint (S) With-Prejudice on one Document /Wit- 
hout findings of Facts or Conclusions of Law and prior to 
Clerk issuing Summonses and Defendants served with summon and 
copy of Complaint ? 

(5) 

WHETHER , This Appeal should be reversed, because District Judge 
William, D.Stiehl , would not have acted in the same manner, if 
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these three cases had been filed by an attorney , Therefore, 
was Appellant Discriminated Against /Deprived of Due Process 
and Equal Protection under the Law/because he were Pre Se pur- 
suant to 28 USC § 1654, Right to be Heard, Freedom of Speech, 
Access to Court, Right to offer supporting Evidence, to Litigate 
Right not to be deprived of these Rights under Amendments, 1, 
4,5,6,7,8,13 and 14 because he attempted to exercise and en- 
joy these Guarantees of the Constitution Pro Se ? 

( 6 ) 

WHETHER , This appeal should be reversed because the United St- 
ates Supreme Court En Banc, its Clerk, Deputies, assistant and 
Law clerks, conspired agreed and exceed the scope of [all] au- 
thorities under Article III of the Constitution, 28 USC § 453 
§ 455 et seq.,by corruptly issuing a Fraudulent opinion in 
Jones vs. ABC TV Network, et al .. No. 995-7286, Forever Denying 
Appellant Access to Court based upon poverty, that knowingly 
set forth Falsely Manufactured Supported L-I-E(S) and Decept- 
ion^). And to Block Petition for Writ of Certiorari in Jones 
vs. William H.Rehnquist et al ., due March 15 1996, and to avoid 
Impeachment, Removal from office tired Convicted and imprison- 
ed for its ongoing .pattern of crimes sanctioned lower courts 
orders denying Appellant right to P-A-Y Filing Fee and file 
Civil Rights Complaint (S) /Litigate ? And That WHETHER pursu- 
ant to Conley vs. Gibson, 355 US 41 ( 1957 ) ? Haines vs . Kerner , 404 
US 519(1972) /Appellant Should be allowed to offer supporting 
Evidence to support his claims which would have entitle him to 


Relief ? 
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JURISDICTIONAL STATEMENT 

1 . JURISDICTION : Jurisdiction of the instant Court is invok- 
ed pursuant to Articles III § I /that judges and Justices sh- 
all hold office only during [Good Behaviour] , IV § 2(1), Appe- 
llant a citizen of one State, are entitled to [All privileges 
and Immunities of Citizens in the several States] /Section 2 
of the Thirteenth Amendment [ Congress shall have power to 
enforce this Article by appropriate legislation ] Title 28 
use §§ 453,455 et seq. , 544, 951 , 955, 1915(a ) (b) (c) (d) , Rules 4, 
5,12,52,58, [ The entire Federal Rules Civil and Appellate 
Procedurals ], International Shoe Co . vs. Washington , 329 US 
310,66 S Ct 154,90 L Ed 95(1945); Stafford vs. Briggs , 444 US 
527,63 L Ed 2d 1,100 S Ct 774( 1980) , This appeal satisfies the 
[Threshold requirement imposed by Art. Ill of the Constituti- 
on by an actual case, no controversy by the evidence] , See e.g. 
O'Shea vs.Litteton, 414 US 488,38 L Ed 2d 674,94 S Ct 669, 
(1-974)-, 28 USC § 1391(e) (1) (2) .42 USC § § 1985(3) , 1981 , 1986. 

2. This case involves ongoing Criminal Conduct by Justices of 
the United States Supreme Court acting in concert and partic- 
ipation with (all three Branches of the Federal Government, 
States and Local Governments). That this case can be brought 
in any district of the Fifty States of the United States, That 
Justices, Rehnqui s t , Kennedy , 0 ' Connor ,Scalia,S outer , Stevens , 
Thomas, White, Breyer,Ginsburg, retired Blackmun,its Clerks, law 
clerks, Deputies and assistant clerks (DID) knowingly, willfu- 
lly, with reckless and Callous Disregards for Civil and Cons- 
titutional Rights of Appellant, Constitution and Laws of the 
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United States [With Impunity spanning Twenty One Years, and 
ongoing] as follows, hut not limited too: Criminal enterprise 
of Racketeering, conspiring to commit racketeering, Obstructing 
Justice, Conspiring to obstruct justice, Using power of Unit- 
ed States to Prevent Enforcement of Federal Criminal, Civil 
and Constitutional Lavs and- Procedurals, and conspiring, to pr- 
event the same, Guilty of by conspiring with lower federal,, 
judges, attorneys, clerks of courts, and other officers of the 
court as set forth herein: Extortion of Monies from Appellant 
and family. Forgery of legal Documents, by federal judge(S), 
attorneys , and alleged two marshals, Swindling Appellant of mon- 
ies due him pursuant to Rule 4(d)(2) and (d)(5), costs and 
attorneys fees, Mathon vs. Marine Midlond Bank, N. A . 875 F.Supp. 
986(E.D.N.Y. 1995) ; Rule 55 ( a) (b) ( 1 ), Fed. R. Civ. P. , despite De- 
fandant in the cases failed to appear and plead, clerk refus- 
ed to enter Judgment(S) by Default, following the court's on- 
'going pattern of criminal conduct , Acting in the clear absen- 
ce of all jurisdiction over the subject matter, See Stump vs. 
Sparkman , 435 US 349,55 L Ed 2d 331,98 S Ct 1099( 1978 ), despi- 
te Appellant [ Paid all Costs and Fees ,] as other White, Rich, 
Famous and Powerful litigants's attorneys , And all below: 

Repeatedly Lying in material matters, making and repeat- 
edly using false, fictitious and Fraudulent Statement(S) , 
Document(S) ,Writing(S) , Entrie(S) , deliberate Misapplicat- 
ion^) of lav and Facts, and conspiring to coverup and 
.conceal by Judicial orders/judgments, opinion(S) , DID Dest- 
roy Petition(S) and Evidence in Joint Appendices-1,2,3,4, 
5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17, and 18 in Jones vs. 

Sharp Electronics Corp.et al ., Jones vs. Suburban Journal 
Newspapers. et al . , and Jones vs . Chris Weatherford, John 
Cochran VA Medical Center, et al l. Disregard Overwhelming 
indisputable Evidence in Jones vs . American Civil Liber - . 
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ties Union, et al., Jones vs. Jo Ann Farrington /Deputy 
Chief Public Integrity Criminal Division U.S. Depart- 
ment of Justice, et al . , No. 95-7693 (U.S.S.C.1996) and 
the same in Jones vs. American Civil Liberties Union ’/ 
et al. , No. 95-7694 (U.S.S.C.1996), and further in Jones 
vs. ABC Television Network, et al .# No.95-7186(U.S.S.C. 
1996) Deliberately set forth known falsely manufactu- 
red L-I-E(S) and Deception(S) Totally Unsupported by 
a trace of supporting evidence in whole or part, fact 
or circumstances. 

Supreme Court en banc repeatedly for the past twenty 
one(21) years sanctioned its clerks, destroying evide- 
nce, petitions for writs of certiorari , tampered with 
evidence, failure to file evidence, e.g. ,see Jones vs. 
William K.Suter, Clerk, et al . , No. 92-8425 (U.S.S.C. 
1993). A mount of evidence were submitted to the 
Court in support of that petition. Directed its clerk, 
Suter to return all pleadings to Appellant that comes 
to its office for filing requesting leave to proceed 
in forma pauperis , 28 USC § 1915(a) , Supreme Court, Rule 
39 of the Supreme Court, in gross violation of Adkins 
vs . E . I . DuPont de Nemours & Co ., 335 US 331 at 342,69 ’ 
S Ct 85 at 90,93 L Ed 43(1948), That if Appellant Did 
not pay $300.00 filing fee, and submit 40 copies each 
of petition and each Joint appendix, with Proof of 
Service upon each Respondent , return papers to him. 
Gross Discrimination on the bases of Poverty, Race, and 
Class, The Order No. 95-7186, were further corruptly 
issued by Justices of Supreme Court, to Block Petition 
for writ of Certiorari in Jones vs. William H.Rehnqu- 
ist, Chief Justice, U.S. Supreme Court et al . , No. 95-2007 
EMSL (8th Cir. 1995 ) , See herewith Complaint No. 9 and 
order issued in that case, dismissing it while served 
Summonses were bring returned and some filed with 
clerk, and some with Appellant to be filed, and other 
not yet returned. Order issued in violation on all 
Federal laws and procedurals, attempting to forever 
coverup and conceal these Class A Felony Crime(S) 
committed by federal judges and other officers of 
the Court, the order also Blocked filing of petition 
for writ of certi.orari against the federal judge that 
issued the order dismissed the complaint With-Prejud- 
ice Jones vs. Fernando J.Gaitan, Jr. , U.S. District Judge 
et al.,See Complaint number(7) in this case. It should 
be noted: these all [P-A-I-D Case(S) costs in the 
tens of Thousands of Dollars to Appellant, and routin- 
ely and Systemically Denied Right to Litigate. That 
by judicial order Justices of' Supreme Court , conspired 
to and did exceeded the scope of all jurisdiction un- 
der Article III and Amendments 1,5,13 and 14, The Bill 
of Rights to the Constitution of the United States, 
issuing order, that forever through Appellant's life, 

[ Stripped of all Guarantees of the Constitution, 
and deemed exiled without his own Country 
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of 42 USC § 1986, Article III § I of the Constitution, 
28 USC § § 453, and 455 et seq.,the Due Process and 
Equal Protection Clauses of the Fifth and Fourteenth 
Amendments. See Complaint for further [Class A Felony 
Crime(S) knowingly and Willfully Committed by Just- 
ices of U.S. Supreme Court] Acting in concert and Par- 
ticipation with Appellees herein, every member of the 
media named herein were furnished at Appellant expense 
indisputable evidence establishing guilt on the part 
of Defendants, beginning with 60 minutes in 1983 up< to 
1996 all Appellees were served with copies of Petiti- 
ons in the above mentioned cases, e.g., Jones vs . ABC 
Television Network, et al. Supra . , and Joint Appendic- 
es-1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17 and 18, 
rather than bring these facts to the American's peo- 
ple, conspired with Defendants/Appellees federal jud- 
ges to coverup and conceal these crimes. 

The federal District Court en banc eastern district 
of Missouri did corruptly issued two(2) en banc or- 
ders, one June 17,1988 and the other 1995 directing 
its clerk, not to accept [ $120.00 Filing Fees ] from 
Appellant , rather return Checks and pleadings to him, 
forever denying to him access to federal court and 
as stated in the en banc order access to any State 
court .Further federal district court en banc, with 
Catherine D. Parry, issued order to all U.S. Marshals, 

[ to arrest Appellant on each occasions he comes 
into the Courthouse Building, Without Warrant or 
Probable cause, detain him, debrief him, as to his bus- 
iness, and follow him until he leaves the building, 
that order has been active now over one year, July 
1996 U. S Marshals arrested- Appellant simple. -because. 
he came into the federal Courthouse building, taken him 
to the marshal's of f ice, threatened him with jail, and 
demanded that Appellant not talk to them, further den- 
ied him right to call his attorney, and marshal Brock 
that were during all the talk, inf ormed Appellant that 
the same will happen whenever he comes into the cour- 
thouse building, Appellant further [ Humiliated by 
marshal Brock ordered another marshal to follow App- 
ellant to the menroom. A Complaint were submitted to 
clerk, Robert D. St .Vrain, appellee herein against the 
marshals, were stumped received June 5,1995 heretofore 
not filed, and Appellant barred from Paying filing 
fee, Complaint entitled: Jones vs. Flovd A.Kimdrouqh , 
U.S. Marshal ,et al .. Over one year held unfiled by 
clerk of district court, So what district court, has 
jurisdiction over these cases ? involving all three 
Branches of the Federal Government ? 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
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to which he served in combat, over Thirty two Combat 
and reconnaissance missions headed by Appellant , yet 
the highest federal court in the United States /re- 
wards him by issuing judicial order , stating that he 
no longer has any Civil or Constitutional Rights, 
Privileges or Immunities while in the United States 
of America. 

Supreme Court Justices, en banc has knowingly sanct- 
ioned federal district courts, beginning in district 
of Missouri , Eastern Division Lie(S) and Deceptions 
since June 1976 heretofore, e.g. , June 4,8,1976 App- 
ellant and Wife, whom are White, indicted in 14 cou- 
nt federal indictment , tried upon known falsely man- 
ufactured evidence, Forgery of documents by prosecu- 
tor/trial judge # court appointed attorneys [ It sho- 
uld be noted: trial judge did ordered Appellant's 
Retained attorneys off the case, and over Appellant's 
Objections appointed its own attorneys, Fact set out 
in transcript of trial. All defense evidence suppres- 
sed by trial judge, with approval of defense counsel, 
no witness interviewed or call to testify, over[71] 
violations to a fair trial, See Complaint filed in 
this case in district court, Since 1976 heretofore, 
courts conspired to routinely and systemically , 

Denied Appellant a Hearing, on his 28 USC § § 2255, 

2241 , 2242 , 2243 , and the numerous Civil Rights Compl- 
aint^), in violation of Precedent(S) of Supreme 
Court, e.g., see Sanders vs. Uni ted States , 373 US 1,10 
L Ed 2d 148,83 S Ct 1068(1963); Townsend vs. Sain , 373 US 
310,9 L Ed 2d 770,83 S Ct 745(1963), and pursuant to 

McQueen vs , Swenson ( I ) , 498 F 2d 207(8th Cir.1974) And 

McQueen vs. Swenson (II) ,560 _F 2d 959 (8th Cir. 1977) /Mc- 
Queen white male murdered a black male, guilt undis- 
puted, were Granted Tvo(2) Separate Hearing(S) ,plus 
Hearing McQueen had in State court, but for Twenty one 
(21) consecutive Years Appellant Denied a Hearing, 

This cause of acting begin in 1976 between the trial 
judge, federal attorney and Appellant, but because , rath- 
er than grant a Hearing, choose to conspire and coverup 
these crimes against Appellant, therefore people of the 
United States, now it is over seven Hundred persons in- 
volved in this case. 

The evidence against these Appellees is Crystal clear 
Unrebuttable , no defense can be made against the mount 
of indisputable evidence to be offered to prove guilt. 
Some of that evidence are in this Circuit transferred 
from Clerk of district court, Joint Appendices, Defendant 
judge, William D.Stiehl had before him, which he and ano- 
ther judge did reviewed, choose to disregard violation 
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The U.S. Supreme Court has routinely held that federal offic- 
ers must obey the law, In Butz vs. Economou , 438 US 478,57 L 
Ed 2d 895,98 S Ct 2894 at 2910(1978) , "No man in this country 
is so high that he is above the law." 

No officer of the law may set that law at defiance 
with impunity, All the officers of the government 
from the highest to the lowest, are creatures of the 
law, and are bound to obey it." 

See also 0 * Shea vs. Litteton,supra . , 414 US at 503 said: 

"Judges who would willfully Discriminate on the grou- 
nd of Race or otherwise would willfully Deprive the 
citizen of his constitutional rights. . .M-U-S-T take 
j : 'account of 18.U.S.C §-242..." 

But Defendants crimes has went further than § 242, rather 18 
USC § § 1,2,3,4,241,242,1961,1962,1963,2071,2073,2075,2976, 

Title 15 USCA by conspiring with private Corporations such 
as Sharp Electronics Corp.,to sanction by judicial opinion 
[B]illin(S) ] of Dollars Sharp has and now day by day Extort- 
ing Citizens/Consumers of the United States out of. Supreme 
Court held in Dinnes vs. Sparks , 449. US 24, 66 L Ed 2d 185,101 
S Ct 183(19800 as it held in O'Shea, that judicial immunity 
was not designed to insulate the judiciary from all aspects 
of public accountability .Judges are subject to criminal pro- 
secutions as are other citizens. See further in City of Los 
Angeles vs . Lyons ,461 US 95,75 L Ed 2d 675,103 S Ct 1660(1983) 
That anyone suffered an injury barred by the Federal Constit- 
ution, he has a remedy for damages, and that those who deliber- 
ately deprive a citizen of his Constitutional Rights "Risk 
Conviction under the federal criminal laws. "See further Pull— 
jam, Magistrate vs. Allen , 466 US 522,80 L Ed 2d 565,104 S Ct 
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1970( 1984) /Our; .interpretations of the Civil Rights Acts 
by this Court acknowledge Congress' intent to Reach uncons- 
titutional actions by all actors including judges." 

Number( 2) District judge, William D.Sriehl's conspiracy 
to knowingly bypass Rule 58 and Rule 52 See Notice of Appeal 
for citations, supporting authorities. District judge Must make 
findings of fact and conclusions of law, and Must be satisfi- 
ed "Beyond Dounbt" that the Plaintiff can prove no set of fac- 
ts which would entitle him to relief. See Conley vs. Gibson , 355 
US 41 at 45-46(1957), and Pro Se Complaints must be held to 
less stringent standards than formal pleadings drafted by 
lawyers, and as a unanimously held by the Court: 

"...a pro se complaint " 'however, inartfully pleaded 
must he held to less stringent standards that form- 
er pleadings drafted by lawyers'" and can only be 
dismissed for failure to state a claim if it appea- 
rs "'Beyond Doubt that the plaintiff can prove no 
set of facts in support of his claim which would 
entitle him to relief." 

See Estelle • vs. Gamble , 429 US 97 at 106,50 L TSd 2d- 251,97 
S Ct 285 at 292(1976), here, district judge, did not ordered this 
case transferred to another district , rather unconstitutional- 
ly dismissed it [ With— Prejudice ] attempting to continue the 
coverup and to bar any future filing against these Appellees. 
In Berger vs. Uni ted States , 295 US 78 at 81(1935) the Court 

said:"Section 269 of the Judicial Code, as amended(28 U,S.C. 

§ 391 provides: '"On the hearing, of any appeal, certi- 
uorari,vrit or error, or motion for a new trial, in any 
case civil or criminal, the court shall give ludgment 
after an examination of the E— N— T— I— R— E record before 
the court Without regard to technical errors, defects 
or exceptions which do not affect the substantial 
rights of the parties.'" 
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The federal courts, from the district up to and including U.S. 
Supreme Court, did conspired in an ongoing conspiratorial agr- 
eement, spanning twenty one(21) years, bypassed the requireme- 
nts of federal laws and procedurals, setting in judgment for 
themselves as here, answering to the people of the United Stat- 
es for their crimes, by routinely depriving Appellant, of acce- 
ss to court, right to be heard, freedom of speech, freedom of 
movements, access to public building, right to offer support- 
ing evidence to his factual claims, right not to be grossly 
discriminated against and deprived of these rights, on the bas- 
es of his race, class, and because he [ Paid over $50,000 ] 
attempting to be heard, right to litigate his claims as other 
white, rich, famous and powerful litigants with attorneys, see 
28 USC § 1654. These Appellees are in every State and district 
of the United States, therefore how can any district claim lack 
of jurisdiction, and with gross racist prejudice and bigotry, 
dismiss three(3) paid complaints prior to clerk sign, sealing 
and issuing summonses that were presented to it, Without poin- 
ting to a single set of facts, would be unsupported by eviden- 
ce, independently, judge Stiehl are totally devoid on findings 
of facts or conclusions of law. 

JURISDICTION 

Jurisdiction is well founded in the Seventh Circuit, That this 
Court should pursuant to Article III of the Constitution, sub- 
mit copy of the record to the House and Senate of the United 
States for impeachment trials, Removal from office, and that the 
(New) U.S. Department of Justice seek indictments and criminal- 
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ly prosecutions of these Appellees, including the media, who 
had overwhelming independent evidence of these crimes and the 
guilt of these officers of the court, but instead of informing 
the American's people of the same, conspired with Defendants in 
those Complaints to suppress it and coverup by omissions, con- 
trary to 42 USC § 1986. All these media Appellees had to do, 
what they do best, examine the records and files of the cases 
for findings of fact, refused to do so, permitting these feder- 
al officials to continue these crimes for to date, over Twenty 
0ne(21) Years vith impunity. Hear is a clear example of racism 
prejudice bias in the media. E. g. , here a mount of evidence aga- 
inst these Appellees, that would lead to impeachment , removal 
from office, and imprisoned for their crimes, suppressed this 
evidence, while the same media for over a year, and still ongo- 
ing to date after the jury's found Mr.O.J. Simpson not guilty 
based solely upon the prosecutor's evidence, attempting to fur- 
ther convict O.J.Simpsom in Court of Public Opinion. The Supre- 
me Court held and said in In re Winship , 397 US 358,90 S Ct 
1068,25 L Ed 2d 368(1970): 

"The reasonable doubt standard plays a vital role in the 
American scheme of criminal procedural.lt is a prime in- 
strument for reducing the risk of convictions resting 
on factual error. The standard provides concrete substan- 
ce for the presumption of innocence-that bedrock "'axom- 
atic and elementary principle whose enforcement lies at 
the foundation of the administration of our criminal lav. " 
...a society that values the good name and freedom of 
every individual should not condemn a man for commission 
of a crime vhen there is reasonable doubt about his 
guilt. " 

As in the O.J. Simple's case, the same herein, the federal distr- 
ict court en banc conspired with local reporter TV Channel 4 


and 
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KMOV St Louis Missouri /Did conspired and acted in furtheran- 
ce thereof /by lounged a compaign character assassination ag- 
ainst Appellant /by summoned Viacon Broadcasting of Missouri 
(KMOV TV) reporter Jammie Allman /briefed him with falsely man- 
ufactured L-I-B-S the same known to Allman/yet he did broad- 
casted these Lie(S) over its 6:00 pm. /news program/ Smear/ Slan- 
derous and libelous statements /defamation of character/ total- 
ly unsupported by a trace of evidence, continuous attempts by 
federal judges to silence Appellant by convicting him in cou- 
rt of public opinion. [ If any of the claims made against the- 
se federal judges/ just ices were untrue unsupported by eviden- 
ce, Appellant would now be serving time in federal prison. ] 
Jurisdiction is in any judicial district of the United Sta- 
tes/With respect to the Eastern district of Missouri /because 
real property is involved. See 28 USC § 1391 (e) ( 3 ) . Duty of ju- 
dge having preventive power under 42 USC § 1986 Provides: 

Every, person who /ha ving knowledge that a ny of the wro- 
ngs conspired to be done/ and mentioned in section 1985 
of this title / are about to be committed . and having 
power to prevent# or aid in preventing the commission 
of the same> neglects or refuses so to do, if 
such wrongful act be committed , shall be liable to 
the party injured , or his legal representatives, 
for all damages caused by such -wrongful act, 
which such person by reasonable diligence could 
have prevented; and such damages may be recovered 
in an action on the case [ and any number of pers- 
ons • may be J— 0— I— N— E— D as defendants in the 
action; ..." 

Judge, William D.Stiehl knowledge, See Appellant's Joint Appe- 
ndices-A, A2, A3, A4, B, C, D, E, F, G, H, J,K, ,Exhibits-l, Document as 
"COPY" /Document as "4" Document as "H" part of district court- 
's record /submitted for judge's inspecting/findings of facts. 
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STATEMENT OF FACTS 

To date it have been more that [Twenty One(21)] since the Fe- 
deralGovernment(The term Government) includes /Federal Judges, 
Justices , attorneys , Clerks , deputies , assistant , law clerks , and 
all other officers of the court) /conspired, agreed to totally 
destroy Appellant, his family, businesses', deprive him of lib- 
erty/real and personal properties, life, freedom and all other 
enjoyments of life, because of (l),his marriage to a [White 
Woman, and three(3) children of the marriage], (2) ,his growing 
standards and name and reputation in the immunity. And (3), be- 
cause Appellant attempted to sue City of, St .Louis, State of 
Missouri's police Department and Board of Police Commission- 
ers, for acting [Without Warrant, Probable Cause and in the 
absence of Appellant and family] broke into a newly licensed 
business, that had never opened- for business, searched and se- 
ized. [ over $250,000 in private Property ], after police inve- 
stigation, found- no-crime„commj^tted, .refused to. re turn the .pro- 
perty upon Appellant's several requests, three monthly alter, 
city of St Louis Missouri sold said private property at city 
auction sale and 'keep the proceeds. Thereafter conspired with 
three other St Louis Counties, in a colluded agreement, on paper 
charged Appellant with Stealing and Burglary from those coun- 
ties. See p. p.,34 et aeq. attached to Joint Appendix( A3) .Short- 
ly therafter. Appellant and wife were charged in a fourteen 
count federal indictment , with drug violations, , from that date 
April 8,1976 the Government did falsely manufactured a trial 
tainted from the core, with all the crime set out on the Two(2) 
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Sworn under- penalties for perjury, Notarized, attached to Joi- 
nt Appendix ( A2 ) ,and all the other .evidence of those crimes 
committed by the Government attached to Joint Appendices (A) 
A2,A3,and A4,From June 4-8,1976 heretofore, the Government 
did conspired in multitude criminal Conspiracies and overt 
acts of Class A Felony Crimes, to and heretofore did repeate- 
dly Denied Appellant a H-E-A-R-I-N-G pursuant to 28 USC § § 
2255, 2241, 2242, 2243, and under Supreme Court ' s Precedents in 
Sanders vs. Uni ted States , 373 US 1,10 L Ed 2d 148,83 S Ct 
1068(1963); Townsend vs. Sain , 372’ US 293 at 310,9 L Ed 2d 
770 at 784,83 S Ct 745(1963), or Eighth Circuit Court of App- 
eals' precedent in McQueen vs.Swenson(l) ,498 F 2d 207(8th. 
Cir.1974), and McQueen vs. Swenson (II) >560 F 2d 959(8th Cir. 
1977), That heretofore, over [Twenty 0ne(21) Consecutive Years] 
the Government has denied Appellant a hearing, despite he ser- 
ved [ Ten(10) Years in federal prisons, and eight consecutive 
Years on parole, denied right to be heard Amendment ( l')~( 5)' and 
(14). 

2-Since 1976, whereas it were just the trial judge,U.S. atto- 
rney and Appellant in the case, because. of the multitude con- 
spiracies and criminal overt acts, it is now over [500 persons 
involved in these ongoing cases, in which to forever coverup 
and conceal these crimes by Government' officials, as herein. 
See evidence presented bp district judge William D.Stiehl, 
Joint Appendices -A,A2,A3, A4,B,C,D,E,F,G,H, J,K, Exhibit ( 1) , 
Documents ( COPY ) , "4" and "H" showing crimes, involvement by 
all three [ Branches of UiS. Government ], including House and 
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Senate Committees on the Judiciary .See crimes of district ju- 
dge,Stiehl set forth on Appellant's Notice of Appeals includ- 
ing copy of fraudulent order. All fully incorporated herein. 

ARGUMENT 

1 - WHETHER , This appeal should be reversed, because district ju- 
dge, William D.Stiehl,DID conspire with Appellees herein to 
use its office and power of the United States Government to 
coverup and conceal Class A Felony Crimes, 18 USC §§ 1,2, 3, 4, 
241, 242, 1001, 1961, 1962, 1963[The Rico Act] ,2071,2073,2075,2076, 
Disregarding Articles III § I, and IV § 2 of the Constitution, 
Section 2 of the Thirteenth Amendment, the Due Process and Eq- 
ual Protection Clauses of the Fifth and. Fourteenth Amendments 
28 USC § § 453 and 455 et seg.,by haying knowledge and preven- 
tive power(42 USC § 1986) , violated these requirements by un- 
constitutionally dismissed three [P-A-I-D Complaint(S) With- 
Prejudice Blocking Clerk from signing, sealing and issuing 
Summonses presented -to Clerk, Attempting to forever Shield Jus- 
tices of Supreme Court, U.S. House and Senate Committees on the 
Judiciary, and U.S. Department of Justice from answering to th- 
ese crimes and the American's people ? 

What we have here, First Amendment’s Rights Access to court 
Right to be Heard, Freedom of Speech, See e.g.,ship op., in Ca£- 
itol Square Review And Advisory Board vs.Pinette, No. 94-780 
decided April 29, 1995 (Members of the K’.K.K); Hurley vs. Irish 

American Gav, Lesbian and Bisexual G roup of Boston, US , 

115 S Ct 714,130 L Ed 2d 621 ( 1995) ; Ship op., in Rosenberger vs 
Rector and Visitors of University of Virginia, decided June 
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29, 1995 /See further ship opinions in Dawson vs . Delaware , No. 
90-6704 decided November 12 / 1991 /members of the [Aryan Broth- 
erhood First Amendment's Rights violated] /Drug Dealers' righ- 
ts/Due Process Clause of the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments 
by the Government seizing property without hearing/ see ship 
op. /in United States vs. James Daniel Good Real Property /No. ,9 2- 
1180 decided October 6/ 1993/ It appears that Appellant/ a [War 
Combat decorated veteran# who lead over 3' 0 combat and recon- 
naissance patrols has no Civil of Constitutional Rights to be 
heard and/or] Repeatedly deprived of these Guarantees of the 
Constitution/by coverup of crimes committed /and day-by-day be- 
ing committed by the Government against Appellant / denying him 
access to court /right to be heard/ freedom of speech; 

Secondly / Whether / under Article III, 28 USC § 453/Title 42 
USC § 1986/ a federal judge can bypass knowledge and evidence 
that crimes had been committed and commission of crimes being 
committed / can bypass his duties, to speak to the, issue/that the 
criminals will not escape justice, or Whether , the judge duly 
required to coverup and conceal by judicial orders these crim- 
es and instead of forcing the U . S . Department of Justice to ta- 
ke, action against these criminals, aid and abate the commission 
of these crimes by dismissing three(3) Civil Rights Complaints 
on the issues [With-Prejudice attempting to block and future 
action against these criminals ?] .See inter alia, Appellant ’£ 
Notice of Appeal, documents attached to that notice. 

( 2 ) 

\ WHETHER , This Appeal should be reversed because the Deliberate 
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failure of District Judge, WilliamD.Stiehl to follow Federal 
Rules Civil and appellate Procedurals, Rule 52 civil Proced- 
ural requires district judge to make findings of facts and 
conclusions of Law, Did Discriminated against Appellant on 
the bases of his race, Class and because he were Pro Se with- 
out the aid of attorney, under 28 USC § 1654. And to further 
shield Appellees from Impeachment Trials, Removal from office 
Criminally Prosecuted and Imprisoned as other citizens of the 
United States of America ? 

Rule 52(a) Fed. R. Civ. P. , the trial judge shall explicitly 
state findings of fact and conclusions of law upon which the 
judge bases the judgment , order .The requirement that judge ma- 
ke findings of fact and conclusions of law is mandatory , The 
findings must be sufficient to indicate the factual basis for 
the ultimate conclusion , Liddell vs. Board of Education of the 
City of St. Louis , 20 F3d 326(8th Cir. 1994, although not add- 
ressing all the -evidence .presented. ,as. herein , League of United 
Latin American Citizens, Council No. 4424 vs . Clements ,986 F 2d 
728 ( 5th Cir. 1993). 

PROCEEDINGS COVERED BY RULE 52: Rule 52 requires findings 
of fact and conclusions of law in non-jury trials, trials with 
advisory juries, Transmatic, Inc . vs. Fulton Industries, Inc . , 53 
F 3d 1270(Fed.cir. 1995) , here, despite Appellant demanded jury 
trial, case sua sponte dismissed with- prejudice without j ury . 
But Rule 52 does apply to motions for summary judgment under 
Rule 56, motions under Rule 12(b), Souza vs. Pina , 53 F 3d 423 
(1st Cir. 1995, such as to dismiss, including use of trial judge. 


- 15 - 




o 


o 


It is no excuse for judge, Stiehl hot; due findings of fact, and 
conclusions of law, except a rush to judgment, in order to cov- 
erup and conceal crimes committed by Appellees herein, courts 
must make findings of fact and conclusions of law, if ruling 
on motion for a preliminary injunction, Bootmen's Frist Nati - 
onal Bank of Kansas City vs. Kansas Public Employees Retirem - 
ent System , 57 F 3d 638(8th Cir.1995). 

FAILURE TO MAKE FINDINGS : The Appellate Court may vacate and 
remand if trial court's findings of fact are insufficient. 
Hatahley vs. United States , 351 US 173,76 S Ct 745,100 L Ed 2d 
1065( 1956) ,or the Appellate Court may direct the judge to 
order a new trial , Andre vs. Bendix Corp ., 774 F 2d 786 at 781 
(7th Cir.l985).Or decide the appeal on the record, if possible 
Consolidated Aluminum Corp .vs. Foseco Intern, Ltd ., 910 F 2d 
804 at 814(Fed.Cir. 1990) .However, the record here, calls for Im 
peachment removal from off ice, criminally prosecuted and impri 
soned, trial judge, and all Appellees in. which judge , Stiehl did 
conspired therewith and acted in furtherance of the agreement 
FORM ; The findings of fact may be a separate document or may 
be included in the opinion, or orally on the record. If here, 
the court made separate findings or findings at all, then on 
appeal those findings control over any contradictory factual 
statements in the opinion . Snow Machines, Inc . vs. American Gay 
Lesbian and Bisexual Group of Boston, Supra . , 

INFERENCES ; Inferences from the evidence are reviewed under 
the same standard as any factual finding. United States vs. 
United States Gypsum Co . ,333 US 364,68 S Ct 525,92 L Ed M 
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746(1948). 

CONCLUSION OF LAW : are fully reviewable, and not subject to 
the "clear erroneous" standard. Uni ted States For Use of Mo - 
rris Constitution vs. Aetna Cas.Ins ,908 F 2d 375 at 377(8th 
Cir. 1990) .This Court/Should find no excusable' reason for tr- 
ial court deliberate failure to make findings of fact and 
conclusions of law. 

(3) 

WHETHER ^ This Appeal should be reversed /because under Feder- 
al Laws /Complaints against all three(3) Branches of the Un- 
ited States Government /Judicial/ Executive and Legislative 
can be brought in any Judicial District in any of the Fifty 
States of the United States /Except The Eastern District of 
Missouri , under 28 USC § 1391 (e) ( 1 ) ( 2) ,That it were Constit- 
utional Error,Prejudice/and abuse of power for District Jud- 
ge/William D.Stiehl to Dismiss three(3) P-A-I-D Civil Righ- 
ts Complaint (S) W-I-T-H-T-R-E-J=U-D-T-C-E for lack of Juris- 
diction/ Cross Discrimination on the Basis of Race/Class and 
to sanctioned by Judicial orders /criminal activities on the 
part of Appellees /With Overwhelming Evidence in Support be- 
fore the Judge ? 

The Supreme Court held in Stafford vs. Briggs , 444 US 537 at 
544/545,100 S Ct 774 at 784,785,63 L Ed 2d 1( 1980) , suits aga- 
inst federal officers while in government service and after 
leaving that service can be brought in, any of the 95 federal 
districts of the United States. But here,this suit is unprec- 
edented/no ware in the Judiciary history, in this country or 
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its mother country /England has there been all three branch- 
es of the United States Government , involved /not only in cri- 
mes to deprive citizens of their Civil and Constitutional 
Rights/Privileges and Immunities/but knowingly and willfully 
committed Class A Felony Crimes to coverup and conceal their 
criminal conduct .These Appellees has absolutely no immunity 
from both Civil and Criminal prosecutions/ See e.g.,Butz vs. 
Economou, 438 US 478 at 506/57 L Ed 2d 895/98 S Ct 2894 at 
2910/ 291 1(1978); O' Shea vs. Littleton / 414 US 488 at 503,38 L 
Ed 2d 674,94 S Ct 669 at 679,680(1974); Stump vs. Sparkman , 

435 US 349 at 356,357,55 L Ed 2d 331,98 S Ct 1099 at 1104, 
1105(1978); Dennis vs. Sparks , 449 US 24,66 L Ed 2d 185 at 191 
,101 S Ct 183( 1980) /Judicial immunity was hot designed to 
insulate the judiciary from all aspects of public accounta- 
bility. Judges are subject to criminal prosecutions as are ot- 
her citizens, see Pulliam, Magistrate for the County of Culpep - 
er /Virginia vs . Allen , 466 US 522,80 L Ed 2d -565, 104 S Ct 13-70, 
(1984). The Federal district court in East St. Louis, Illinois 
is the nearest federal district court, from the district court 
Eastern district of Missouri 1 / and under federal law, juris- 
diction here, were appropriate, more so under the facts and ci- 
rcumstances of this case, and U.S. Congress no longer immune 
from lawsuits, See Congressional Accountability Act of 1995 
Public Law 104-1, p. a. 

1/ United States district judge, William D.Stiehl,are guilty 
of violating title 42 USC § 1986, having both knowledge and 
preventive power, but instead, preventing further commission 
of these crimes, aided and bated the same, Contrary to Article 
III of the Constitution and 28 USC § § 453 and 455 et seq. 
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(4) 

WHETHER , This Appeal should be reversed, because deliberate 
failure of district judge, William D.Stiehl to adhere to Rule 
58 Fed. R. Civ. P. /Requiring all final orders/ judgments on a se- 
parate Document, which judge, Stiehl refused to do, by Dismiss- 
ing three(3) P-A-I-D Complaint (S) With-Prejudice on one Doc- 
ument/Without findings of fact and conclusions of law, and pri- 
or to Clerk issuing Summonses and Defendants served with summ- 
ons and copy of Complaint ? 

Rule 58 sets the procedural by which the district court ente- 
r's judgments on its docket records. the date a judgment is 
"entered" on the docket, the time for making post-tria^ motio- 
ns, for taking appeal, and executing on relief awarded, on a sep- 
arate document by either the court or clerk, The judgment Must 
be set forth separately from any judicial opinion or memora- 
ndum/and Must be labeled "Judgment" or in some other manner, 
confirm that the paper represents the court's, judgment. See 
Axel Johnson, Inc . vs. Arthur Anderson & Co. , 6 F 3d 78 at 84, 

(2d Cir. 1993 ^noting separateness requirement .These requirem- 
ents are intended to create a "Bright Line" for the litigants 
and the courts in determining when the district court's order 
is final, and thus, when the period for appeal begins. See Morr- 
is vs. City of Hobart , 39 F 3d 1105 at 1110(10th Cir . 1994) , cert 

denied US ,115 S Ct 1960,131 L Ed 2d 852(1995); Virgo vs. 

Rivera Beach Associate , 30 F 3d 1350 at 1356(llth Cir. 1994). 
The Court's must satisfy the Rule, judgment must appear on a 
•document that is separate and distinct from the opinion expl- 
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aining or justifying the order. See Barber vs. Whilpool Corp./ 

34 F 3d 1268 at i.274(4th Cir. 1994) .The deliberate failure of 
district judge William D.Sriehl to follow the Federal Rules 
Civil and Appellate procedurals , is deliberate Constitutional 
error /and the conspiracy to coverup and conceal these Appell- 
ees' crimes violates Article III § i of the Constitution/ cou- 
-pl-ed^-with— ■ violating 42 USC § 1986/ and 28 USC § § .453 and 455, 
calls for impeachment /removal from office and criminally pro- 
secutedvas other citizens of the United states of American. 

(5) * 

WHETHER # This Appeal should be reversed, because district Judge 
William D.Stiehl, would not have acted in the same manner, [i]f 
these three(3) cases had been filed by attorney, Appellant wo- 
uld not have been Discriminated against, deprived of Due Proce- 
ss and Equal Protection under the law, and because he were Pro 
Se pursuant to 28 USC § 1654 , Right to be Heard, Freedom of 
Speech, Access to Court, Right to offer Supporting Evidence# to 
litigate /Right NOT to be Deprived Of these Rights under Amen- 
dments, 1#4#5#6,7,8#13 and 14 because he attempted to exercise 
and enjoy these Guarantees of the Constitution Pro Se ? 

Appellant were grossly violated, Discriminated against and 
Deprived of Due Process and Equal Protection under the law, be- 
cause federal district judge, Stiehl choose to bypass Federal 
Civil, Criminal and Constitutional laws, for the sole purpose of 
using its office and power of the United States to coverup and 
conceal federal~of f icials and members of the medial that could 
expose the criminal conduct of these officers of the court, biyt 
attempting to by judicial order forever deny Appellant his ri- 
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ght to bring these Appellees to justice in Civil Action, sin- 
ce he cannot prosecute criminal cases, and the United States 
Department of Justice will not seek indictments against the- 
se criminals and vigorously prosecute them as other citizens 
of the United States. 28 USC § 1654 authorizes any person right 
to prosecute their own case, with or without attorney , that is 
the law. And the doctrine of "Stare Decisis" requires Courts 
that once laid down a principle of law as applicable to a ce- 
rtain state of facts, it will adhere to that principle, See 
Patterson vs. McLean Credit Union , 491 US 164,105 L Ed 2d 132, 
109 S Ct 2363(1989) .In Haines vs. Kerner , 404 US 519 at 520, 
521,92 S Ct 594,30 L Ed 2d 652( 1‘972) , The petitioner, an inmate 
-=-at— the-; I-11-inais-.-State Penitentiary , filed. Civil. Rights suit 
against certain state officials, the Governor of the State, 
the case were heard in the U.S. Supreme Court, and that Court 
held as follows in part: v 

"The District Courtgranted respondents' motion und er 
Rule 12(b) (6). ..to dismiss the complaint for failhrC 
to state a claim upon which relief could be granted, 
...that petitioner had failed to show a deprivation 
of federally protected rights. The Court of Appeals 
affirmed, . . .We granted certiorari and appointed co- 
unsel to represent petitioner. The only issue now 
before us is petitioner's contention that the Distr- 
ict Court erred in dismissing his Pro Se complaint 
Without allowing him to present evidence on his cla- 
ims ...., However inartfully pleaded, are sufficient to 
call for the opportunity to offer supporting evi- 
dence. We cannot say with assurance that under the 
allegations of the Pro Se Complaint, which we held 
to less stringenr standards than formal pleading 
drafted by lawyers, if appears "Beyond doubt that the 
petitioner can prove no set of facts in support, of 
his claim which would entitle him to relief .... 
although we intimate no view whatever on the. merits 
of petitioner's allegations, we conclude that he is 
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entitle d to an opportunity to offer proof.” 

The Court reaffirmed that decision in Estelle vs. Gamble , 429 
US 97 at 106,50 L Ed 2d 251,97 S Ct 285 at 292( 1976) , but see 
the precedent by the Court in Conley vs, Gibson, 355 US 41 at 
45,46(1957) , Standards were also set by the Court in an unrel- 
ated case, Scheuer vs. Rhodes , 416 US 232 at 236,40 L Ed 2d 90 
94 S Ct 1683 at 1686( 1974) , see also Jones '- vs. Alfred' H. Mayer , 
Co., 392 US 409,88 S Ct 2186,20 L Ed 2d 1189(1968); Sullivan 
vs. Little Hunting Part, Inc . ,396 US 229,90 S Ct 400,24 L Ed 
2d 386( 1969) ? Grif fin vs. Breckenridqe , 403 US 88,91 S Ct 1790, 
29 L Ed 2d 338 ( 1971 ) .The Supreme Court said in Board of Re- ' 
gents of State Colleges vs. Roth , 408 US 564 at 573,33 L Ed 

2d 548,92 S Ct 2701 at 2707 ( 1972) , that : 

* 

11 [w]here a person's good name, reputation, honor, or integ- 
rity is at stake because of what the government is doi- 
ng.. to, him notice * and • an opportunity * to -■ be heard 
are essential,” 

This is not Jones' law, rather laws of the United States for 
courts to follow. 

( 6 ) 

WHETHER, This App eal should be reversed, because the United St- 
ates Supreme Court En banc Its Clerk, Deputies, Assistant, and 
Law Clerks, did conspired agreed and exceeded the scope of 
[ all ] authorities under Article III of the Constitution, 28 
USC § § 453 and 455 et seq.,by corruptly issuing a Fraudulent 
opinion in Jones vs. ABC TViNetwork,et al. , No. 95-7186, Forever 
Denying Appellant Access to Court based upon poverty , that kno- 
wingly setting forth Falsely Manufactured Unsupported L-I-E(S) 
and Deception(S) .And to Block Petition for Writ of certiorari 
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in Jones vs. Willian H.Rehnauist.et al .. 
and to avoid Impeachment, Removal from Office, Tired Convicted 
and Imprisoned for its ongoing pattern of crimes, sanctioned 
lower courts orders denying Appellant right to P-A-Y Filing 
fee and File Civil Rights complaint (S) , Litigate ? And WHETHER , 
pursuant to Conley vs. Gibson , 355 US 41 (1957); Haines vs. 
Kerner , 404 US 519 (1972), Appellant should be allowed to offer 
Supporting Evidence to support his Claims which would entitle 
him to. relief ? 

The First Amendment .to the Constitution of the United States 

Guarantees- every person therein the right to petition the gov- 

* 

ernment for redress of grievances, freedom of speech, these rig- 
hts includes [ Access to Court, Right to be Heard, Offer Suppor- 
ting Evidence on his/her claims, and the right to prevail bas- 
ed on doctrine of Preponderance-of-evidence ] no judge or jus- 
tice of the United States courts has the power vested in them 
under Article ill of the C on stit ution to deny any person- these- 
Guarantedd Rights, as these Appellees have done through multit- 
ude criminal conspiracies and criminal overt acts for the past 
[Twenty One (21 ) Consecutive Years With Impunity] , for the sole 
purpose to coverup and conceal these Class A Feiony Crime (S) 
c ommitted and day -bv-dav being" committed by them heretofore, 
in which to silence Appellant by [ Stripping him of all rights 
under the Constitution, and issuing orders that forever denied 
him access to court, whether he P-A-Y Filing fees, or motion 
for leave to proceed in forma pauperis under 28 USC § 1915 ] 

The federal district court en banc did issued Two(2) Fraudu- 
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•lent order(S) one June 17,1988 and another April 10,1995 that 
absolutely bars Appellant from [ Paying $120.00 filing fee 
to file any pleading in any court State or Federal in the Un- 
ited States ] See e.g. , number (37) , attached to Joint Appendix- 
(A3),en banc order court Eastern district of Missouri, see op- 
*irri*on~i'ssued’‘by~U. S. Supreme Court, No. 95-7186 decided February 
26, 1996, that states in part: 

"Pro se petitioner Sylvester Jones requests leave to 
proceed in forma pauperis under Rule 39 of this Co- . 
urt«We...deny*;this request.-pursuantvto Rule 39. 8. Jones 
is allowed until March 18,1996, within which to Pay 
docketing fee... and to submit his petition in compl- 
iance with this court's Rule 33.1. He also direct 
the clerk [ Not To Accept Any Further petitions 
for certiorari from Jones in noncriminal matter un— 
less he P-A-Y-S docketing fee . . . Jones has abused 
this Court's certiorari process . In October 1992 we 
first invoked Rule 39.8 to deny Jones in forma pau- 
peris -status in T-W-0 petitions for certiorari .See 
Jones v. Wright, 506 U.S.810; In re Jones, 506 U.S.810. 

At that time Jones had filed over 25 petitions in 
this Court, all of which were P-A-T-E-N-T-L-Y F-R-I- 
V-0-L-0-U-S and had been denied without recorded 
dissent . And since October 1992- we have invoked Rule 
39.8 Five times to deny Jones In forma pauperis sta- 
tus. See Jones v. Schulze, 5T3U.S. (-1994-); In -re 

Jones, 510 tJ.S. (1993); Jones v. Jackson, 510J (1993); 

Jones v.Suter,508 U.S.949( 1993) ; Jones v. Jackson, 

506 U.S. 1047(1993) . Currently , Jones has at least two 
more petitions for certiorari pending. We enter the 
order barring prospective filings for the reasons 
discussed in... Jones' abuse of the writ of certiorari 
has been in noncriminal cases so we limited our sanc- 
tion... The order will not prevent Jones from petitio- 
ning to [ Challenge criminal sanctions which might 
be imposed against him." 

See copy of said Fraudulent opinion attached to. Joint Append- 
ix(A),The opinion does knowingly set forth on all four corners 


[Unsupported falsely manufactured L-I-E(S)] by Justices of th- 
is Nation's highest Court, against its citizen and combat veter- 
an, The court cannot come up with a trace of any likelihood of 
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supporting evidence in whole or part /fact or circumstances, 
and did exceeded the scope of all authority bested in it un- 
der Article III of the Constitution, 28 USC § 453, and the real 
reason for the fraudulent criminal opinion by the court, are 
to which it did [ Blocked petition for writ of certiorari en- 
titled Jones vs. William H.Rehnquist, Chief Justice U.S. Court 
et al.,from the U.S. Court of Appeals, for the Eighth Circuit, 
No.95-2007EMSL,The U.S. Supreme Court en banc, and the federal 
courts below, has a [ Paper Trail Spanning Twenty 0ne(21) Yea- 
rs of L-I-E-S and D-E-C— E-T— I-O-N ( S ) ],any person can ask 
any of these courts/ judges or justices to come up with evide- 
nce to support its conclusions, will find these criminals tot- 
a-l-l-y— devoid—of— that evidence, But Appellant can. support any of. 
his claims set forth on any complaint or petition filed -or at- 
tempted to be filed in any court of the United States includ- 
ing this one herein. Appellant have never been Heard, the cour- 
ts has seen to that for twenty bne('2Tj years and ongoing. 

The U.S. Congress in enacting 28 USC § 1915 stated in(a) 
of the Act: 

"(a) Any court of the United States may authority the 
commencement, prosecution or defense of any suit, act- 
ion or proceeding, Civil or Criminal. or appeal thereon 
without prepayment of fees and costs or security the - 
refor, by a person who makes affidavit that he is un- 
able to pay such costs or give security therefor . Such 
affidavit shall state the nature of the action defense 
or appeal and affiant's belief that he is entitled to 
redress . " "" 

Congress did not base f its enactment of the Statute on any mer- 
it of the action, on the contrary, solely of the basis of the 
person's inability to. prepay costs and fees, and the person's 
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believe that he/'she .is. entitled to redress, a just cause. Not 


upon the amount of money he/she has, as clearly demonstrated 
by the Supreme Court , giving the lower federal courts a green 
p ' ! light to follow, it v s' lead.. Federal judges, and justices, are not 
powered to make la wo-, rather to. interpreted r.awo Enacted by u.s. 
-Congress or th.e Constitution of the United States, The Bill of 
Rights. The 'court further violated its own precedent in Adkins 
yu . K . T.. DnPONT do NEMOURS' & Co .. 335 US 331 at 342, 69 S Ch 85 
at 90,93 L Ed 34 ( 1948) .What we have here, a Judicial System 


out* of . control^.Cljaar grpun^is - for r Impeachment,fiemoval from off- 

ice, Indicted Criminally Prosecuted, and imprisoned for their 

, 

crimes. ' j 5 

. . $ 

’ • * CONCLUSIONS \ f 

*■ 

The Appellant asks this. Court to order Appellees to come up 


wiLh Uliu u v Idtiiiuu MUiip,ur,tt MU til” bwmil.y mm (VI) yimni dmiylim • 
Appellant ac^iss^to-. court > right be heard, litigate offer its' 
e vidence and have that .evidence considered as other , White , Rich , 
Famous and ’Powerful iitiganbu. 

2. Based solely upon rthe evidence which Appellant retains ‘a 
•[ kountain xdf v indisputable Documentary Evidence, Excluding all 
but Guilt on the part of appellees J Just this September 0,1096 
Appellant, received; firpni the -Federal Justice Department over 

500 pages- pf. document^', i^i.ich^he hi|ve requested time and again 

^ _ • \ V $ - f 4‘| 

for twenty (20) years^these documents, although, not all the re- 
quested, documents, are' farther evidence of these crimes commi- 
tted by these, officers of the federal courts. Appellant asks 
that copy of the' regard, .sent to the U. S. House; and Senate for 
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npeachment Hearings/Trials for removal of these criminals/ 
leading the way for criminal prosecutions. 


Respectfully /RejfuesJfed 



Sylveste^ Jones/ Pro Se Appellant 
1220 Wa/ren St Apt 404 E 


1220 Wafren St Apt 404 E 
St Louis Missouri 63106 
(314) 621-7047 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 


l te Appellant hereby certify that during the Months of Sep- 
c imber and October 1996 all Appellees named in the cation 
1 jrein were served either by U.S. First class mail#or person- 
ally by Appellant in the city of St Louis, Missouri / over 
!' Lve hundred Appellees. All prior to mailing of these briefs 
n or before October 16,1996. // 



Sylvester ^Jones /^pellant 
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appellant and sovereign citizen, is not based on fundamental 
legal principles nor is the appeal in Eighth Circuit. U.S. 
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IN THE 

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 

FOR THE SEVENTH CIRCUIT / 


No. 96-3289 


SYLVESTER JONES, 

APPELLANT. 


VS. 


VIACON BROADCASTING OF MISSOURI; 

JAMMIE ALLMAN . REPORTER ; LARRY , 

CONNORS; JULIUS HUNTER , ANCHORS ; 

ALLAN COHEN /VICE PRESIDENT; PAGGY, 

MILNER , BUSINESS, MANAGER; JIM, 

ROTHCILD , DIRECTOR ; STEVE HAMMED , NEWS , 
DIRECTOR; TOM BELL NEWS DIRECTOR; 

MARY CONNON, COMMUNITY AFFAIRS, 

DIRECTOR ; DAVE REISER, EDITOR ; PETE , 

BARRETT , EDITOR ; SREVE HOUSTON , 

EDITOR; AND ALL OTHERS PRESIDENTS, 
CHAIRMAN, AND MEMBERS OF BOARD OF, 
DIRECTORS; FEDERAL COMMUNICATION, 
COMMISSION AGENCY (FCC); REED E.HUNDT, 
CHAIRMAN; ANDREW C . BARRETT, COMMISSIONER; 
RACHELLE B . CHONG , COMMISSIONER ; SUSAN , 

NESS , COMMISSIONER ; JAMES H . QUELLO , 
COMMISSIONER; UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
COURT EN BANC, EASTERN DISTRICT OF, 
MISSOURI; CHIEF JUDGE, EDWARD L., 

FIPPINE; STEPHEN N.LIMBAUGH; GEORGE F., 
GUNN, JR. ; JEAN C. HAMILTON; DONALD J. 

STOHR ; CAPTHERINE D. PARRY; CAROL E., 
JACKSON; CHARLES A. SHAW; CLYDE S. CAHILL; 
JOHN F.NANGLE, DISTRICT JUDGES; ROBERT, 

D. ST. VRAIN, CLERK OF DISTRICT COURT;TIM,. 
CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK; SUSS ANNE TOMLINSON, 
DEPUTY CLERK ; CYNTHA CROSS, DEPUTY, CLERK; 
UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE 
EIGHTH CIRCUIT EN BANC; RICHARD S. ARNOLD, 
CHIEF JUDGE; THEODORE McMILLIAN; JOHN R. 
GIBSON; GEORGE G.FAGG; PASCO M. BOWMAN; 
ROGER L.WOLLMAN; FRANK J . MAGILL ; C . ARLEN , 
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ARLEN BEAM? JAMES B.LOKEN_CIRCUIT, 

JUDGES ;JIMM L.HENDREN ; RONALD E. 

LONGSTAFF ; DIANA E . MURPHY ? STEPHEN , 

N . LIMBAUGH ; LYLE E. STROM; PATRICK A./ 

CONMY; RICHARD H . BATTE Y-MEMBERS OF/ 

JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF THE EIGHTH CIRCUIT 
OF THE UNITED STATES ; EDWARD L. DOWD /JR./ 

U.S. ATTORNEY /EASTERN DISTRICT OF, 

MISSOURI; JOSEPH B . MOORE ; HENRY J. 

FREDERICKS ? WESLEY D . WEDEMETER , U . S . 

ASSISTANT ATTORNEYS , EASTERN DISTRICT 
OF MISSOURI? FLOYD A.KIMDROUGH/U.S. , 

MARSHAL; PAUK A.TUTOWSKINDUDW; BROCK, 

MARSHALS /AND ALL OTHER U . S . MARSHALS , 

SERVING U.S. COURTHOUSE-ST LOUIS, 

MISSOURI-1114 MARKET STREET; JANET RENO, 

U.S. ATTORNEY GENERAL; EDUARDO GONZALEZ, 
DIRECTOR ,U.S. MARSHAL AGENCY? JAMES W. 

NELSON /HEAD AGENT, F.B. I . ST LOUIS, 

MISSOURI ? LOUIS FREEH , DIRECTOR ,F.B.I, 

AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION; ITS 
CHAIRMAN? PRESIDENTS; MEMBERS OF BOARD, 

OF DIRECTORS, NATIONAL AND ST LOUIS, 

MISSOURI ? NADINE STROSSEN , PRESIDENT ; IRA , 
GLASSER , EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR ; NANCY , 

ARMSTRONG , DIRECTOR ; NATIONAL ORGANIZATION , 

FOR THE ADVANCEMENT OF COLORED PEOPLE?. 

ITS CHAIRMAN; PRESIDENTS; MEMBERS OF BOARD, 

OF DIRECTORS ;MYRLIE EVERS WILLIAMS, 
CHAIRWOMAN ? FRANKLIN BRECKENRIDGE , VICE , 
CHAIRMAN? RUPERT RICHARSON, PRESIDENT; 
FRANCISCO L . BORGESTREASURER ? LEON RUSSELL? 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY; GINA PETTI S-DEANy 
TREASURER ; EARK SHINHOSTER , ACTING , EXECUTIVE . 
DIRECTOR; PATRICK TALAMNTES RIVER CITY, 
BROADCASTING , L . P . , KDNL TV CHANNEL 30(ABC); 
BARRY BAKER, CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER? LARRY, 
MARCUS, CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER? MICHAEL E., 
SILECK , DIRECTOR? ROBERT WEST , DIRECTOR ; 

MARK HOFFMAN, MANAGER ;BONNL HALBE , MANAGER ; 
MICHAEL MARKOWITZ, MANAGER; TOM TIPTON, 

MANAGER ; TOM MUNGENAST, MANAGER; ANNINA KRAMER, 
MANAGER; ROBERT QUICKSILVER, GENERAL COUNSEL; 
JIM WRIGHT, DIRECTOR; SUELTHAUS & WALSH LEGAL, 
COUNSEL ; KSDK INC.(SUDY MULTIMEDIA INC.HGIN, 
GREENVILLE, SC) -KSDK TV CHANNEL 5; OWNERS, 
CHAIRMAN; PRESIDENTS; MEMBERS OF BOARD OF, 
DIRECTOR; ARDYTH DIERCKS,VICE PRESIDENT? 

TIM LARSON, DIRECTOR; ROBERT DREWEL, MANAGER? 
LIAS BEDI AN, DIRECTOR; WARREN CANNULL, 

OFFICER? CHRIS FRICK, COMPTROLLER; STEVE SMITH, 
DIRECTOR; TANYA KUHAR, DIRECTOR; MARIE McCLYM, 
MANAGER; KAY QULNN?HULLER: JENNIFER BLOME; 
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DAN GRAY;RANDY JACKSON;MIKE BUSH;RICK, 
EDLUND-ANCHORS/REPORTERS ; KTVI-TV ( SUDY / 

OF NEW WORLD COMMUNICATIONS OF ATLANTA/ 

GA. ) ? ITS OWNERS; CHAIRMAN; PRESIDENTS; 

MEMBERS OF BOARD OF DIRECTORS; SPENCER, 

KOCH/ PRESIDENT; DAN ADAMS , PRESIDENT; 

ELAINE CLASPILL/ PROGRAM COORDINATOR; 

SUZANNE TEAGLE/ MANAGER; DAVID SLAZINIK/ 
MANAGER; CLIF WALLACE, MANAGER; JOE LAMIE, 
MANAGER; DAVID ALLEN, EDITOR; CINDY POLETTE, 
MANAGER; JOHN AUDLE , PERSONALITIES; VICTORA, 
BABU; BETSEY BRUCE; JEFF CAWLEY; RONCORNING; 

JILL FRAMER; ELLIOTT DAVIS;DICK FORD; ROBIN, 
GUESS; GINA KURRE; ROCHE MADDEN; LISA MORGAN; 
mandy murphey;TOM 0. NEAL; PETE PETERSON; L.P. 
PHILLIPS ;RACHELLE ROWE; PAUL TEVLIN;GLEN, 
ZIMMERMANANCHORS AND REPORTERS; 

KOPLAR ENTERPRISES INC., ITS OWNERS; CHAIRMAN; 
PRESIDENTS; MEMBERS OF BOARD OF DIRECTORS; 

KPLR TV CHANNEL II; ITS HOLDING COMPANIES; 

ITS TWO TV PRODUCTION HOUSE COMMERCIAL, 

REAL ESTATE, INDUSTRY; EDWARD J. (TED) , KOPLAR, 
PRESIDENT; EDWARD R. ASCHEMAN, VICE PRESIDENT; 
JAMES G. WITHERS, MANAGER ;H. MAX LUMMIS,VICE, 
PRESIDENT ( CFO ) ; BARBARA HEMPHILL, SECRETARY ; 
DEMPSTER K. HOLLAND, SECRETARY; LEGAK COUNSEL, 
GREENSFELDER HENKER &.GALE,G.P.A. ;FIRM, 

KPMG , PEAT MARWICK: 

APPELLEES. 

United States District Judge, E. Richard Webber 
A ppelle e . 
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED 

WHETHER , This Appeal should be reversed /because the trial 
Judge /William D.Stiehl Did willfully and knowingly combine/ 
conspire /confederate and agree with Appellees and other div- 
erse other persons /names are to Appellant unknown /to use and 
abuse its office and power of the United States/ in Violati- 
on of Articles III § I /and IV § 2 of the Constitution, Sect- 
ion of the Thirteenth Amendment /by aiding and abating a cov- 
erup to conceal Class A Felony Crimes committed, and day— by- 
day being Committed by United States Courts en banc District 
and Appellate for the Eastern and Western District of Misso- 
uri, such 18 USC § § 1,2/3/4/142, 242,1001/1961, 1962, 1963[The 
Rico Act], 2071, 2073,2075/2076,28 USC § § 453,455 et seq., 
Dismissing this [• P-A-I-D T-H-R-E-E Civil Rights Complain- 
ts) W-I-T-H- p-R-E-J-u-D-I-C-E, , Blocking Clerk from issu- 
ing Summonses presented to Clerk, and after over 1,000 Copies 
of complaints were prepared ? 

( 2 ) 

WHETHER, This Appeal Should be Reversed /because Deliberate 
failure of District Judge, William D.Striehl to follow Rule 
52, and all Federal Rules Civil and Appellate Procedurals /Req- 
uiring trial Court make Findings of Fact and Conclusions of 
Law, Conduct Warrant's Impeachment /Removal from office, and 
Criminally Prosecuted as other citizens of the United States 
Under Article III § I of the Constitution ? 
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(3) 

WHETHER/ This Appeal should be reversed/because/District 
Judge, William D. St iehl, Conspiracy and Criminal Overt acts. 
Dismissed this Civil Rights Complaint With Prejudice, for • 
lack of Jurisdiction, violating Federal Laws and Procedurals, 
Suits Brought against all three(3) Branches of the United St- 
ates Government , Of ficials and employees, Real Property invol- 
ved can be brought in any of the Districts in any of the 
States of the United States, except the Eastern District of 
Missouri, 28 USC § 1391 (e) ( 1 )( 2) ( 3 ) /Discriminated against 
Appellant deprived him of Due Process and Equal Protection 
under the Law, on the bases of his Race, Class and because 
he Pro se pursuant to 28 USC § 1654 without the aid of att- 
orney, bypassing Overwhelming Documentary Evidence of Appell- 
ees' Guilt of the charges to which they are charged ? 

(4) 

WHETHER , This Appeal should ’be reversedrbecausethe delib- 
erate Failure of District Judge, William D.Stiehl to adhere 
to Rule 58 Fed. R. Civ. P. , Requiring all Final Judgments on a 
separate Document ? 

(5) 

WHETHER , This Appeal should be reversed, because District Jud- 
ge William D.Stiehl, Discriminated against Appellant , deprived 
him of Due Process and Equal Protection under the Law, by tre- 
ating Appellant and his- cause indifferent than it does all 
other litigants/White, Rich, Famous and Powerful attorneys in 
violation of the principles in Haines vs.Kerner,404 US 519 
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(1972) ? 


WHETHER # This Appeal should be reversed /because /District Ju- 
dge, William D.Stiehl, conspired with United States District 
Court En Banc, Eighth Circuit Court En Banc, United States Su- 
preme Court En Banc, Office of Janet Reno, U.S. Attorney Gener- 
al, House and Senate Committees on the Judiciary, Viacon Broa- 
dcasting of Missouri, and other Appellees herein to and did 
by Judicial order, coverup and concealed Crimes of but not lim- 
ited too, Racketeering, Conspiracy to Commit Racketeering, Obst- 
ructing Justice, Conspired to Obstruct Justice, Extortion of 
Billion(S) of Dollars From Consumers by Sharp Manufacturing 
Corporation, Federal Judges, Attorneys, Clerk of district and 
Appellate Court, U.S. Marshals, and other officers of the Court 
Porgery of Legal Documents, and Extortion of monies from App- 
ellant and Family, and Conspired to coverup and conceal these 
Class A Felony Crimes ? 


WHETHER, This Appeal should be reversed, because conspiracy by 
District Judge, to and did by Judicial Order, Blocked Appellant 
from Enforcing Contract Agreement under 42 USC § 1981 as ame- 
nded, and Challenges Appellees' Conspiracy, to Convict Appell- 
ant in Court of Public Opinion, by Defamation of Character, 
Smear, Libelous and Slanderous Statements over Viacon Broad- 
casting of Missouri KMOV TV Channel 4 6:00PM News,L-Y-I-N-G 
in material materials ? 
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( 8 ) 

WHETHER , This Appeal should be reversed, because the liberate 
failure of district judge, William D.Stiehl to follow the re- 
quirement of Title 42 USC § 1986, when having preventive power 
, knowledge and evidence that Class A Felony Crime(S) had been 
committed and about to be committed, attempts to use false 
procedural ground to bypass its Civil and Constitutional Dut- 
ies both as judge and citizen of the United States to stop 
the crimes and punish the guilt ? 
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JURISDICTIONAL STATEMENT 

The Jurisdiction of the instant Court is invoked under Arti- 
cles III § I, and IV § 2 of the Constitution, Section 2 of the 
Thirteenth Amendment /Amendments 1/4/5/6,7/8/13/ and 14 of the 
Constitution, 28 USC § § 453,455 et seq. /Title 42 USC §§ 1986, 
1981,1988, Title 18 USC § § 1 ,2, 3 ,4, 241 , 242 , 1001 , 1961 ,.1962, 1963, 
207 1,2073 ,2075 ,2076 /Title 15 et seq. , 28. USC* § 1391(e) (1) (2) — 
(3) /Stafford vs . Briggs , 444 US 527,63 L Ed 2d 1,100 S Ct 774 
(1980); International Shoe Co . vs. State of Washington, Office 
of Unemployment Compensation and Placement , 326 US 310,66 S 
Ct 154,90 L Ed 95(1945); 0 1 Shea vs. Littleton , 414 US 488,38 
L Ed 2d 674,94 S Ct 669(1974) ; Griffin vs. Breckenridge , 403 
US 88,91 S Ct 1970,29 L Ed 2d 338 ( 1971 ); Harlow vs. Fitzgerald, 
457 US 800,73 L Ed 2d 396,102 S Ct 2727 ( 1982) ;Butz vs.Econ- 
omou , 438 US 478,57 L Ed 2d 895,98 S Ct 2894( 1978 ) ? Stum E vs. 
Sparkwian7 4*35 US 349 ,55 L Ed. 2d 331,98 S Ct 1099(1978) / B oard 
of Regents of State Colleges vs. Roth , 408 US 564,33 L Ed 2d 
548,92 S Ct 2701 ( 1972) ; Jones vs. Alfred H. Mayer Co ., 392 US 
409,88 S Ct 2186,20 L Ed 2d 1 1 89 ( 1968) ; Conley vs.Gibson,335 
US 41 (1957) /Haines vs . Kerner , 404 US 519 ( 1972) /Reaffirmed in 
Estelle vs. Gamble , 429 US 97,50 L Ed 2d 251,92 S Ct 285(1976) 
Hurley vs. Irish— American Gay, Lesbian a nd Bisexual — Grou2_of , 

Boston , US ,115 S Ct 714,130 L Ed 2d 621 ( 1995) ; Capitol 

Sguare Review and Advisory Board vs.Pinette,ship op., No. 94- 
780, decided June 29 . 1995 : Rosenberger vs. Rector and Visitors, 
of University of Virginia , ship op. , No. 94-329, decided June 
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29. 1995; United States vs. James Daniel Good Real Property , 
ship op. /No. 92-1180 decided December 13. 1993; Paterson vs. 

McLean Credit Union. / 491 US 164/105 L Ed 2d 132/109 S Ct 2363 
( 1989 ) ? Berger vs . United States , 295 US 78 ( 1935 ) ; Leatherman 
vs. Tarrant County Narcotics Intelligence and Coordination / 

Unit / US / 113 S Ct 1160(1993) .All three Branches of the 

United States Government involved herein /for acts/crimes aga- 
inst Laws of the United States and Conspiracies to coverup 
and conceal by depriving Appellant of his First Amendment Rig- 
ht access to court, right to be heard /freedom of Speech, and 
Movements /Right to offer Supporting Evidence, and right inter, 
alia, not to be Discriminated against and Deprived of these 
Guarantees of the Constitution on the basis of his race , class 
poverty , or because he will not bs silenced by officers of the 
Federal courts, in which to continue their crimes With Impun- 
ity for the past twenty one (21) Consecutive Years Routinely 
and Systemically Denied Appellant access to court, and costed 
him [ Over $50,00© ] prior to the instant lawsuit, and over 
[ $20,000 ] in the three lawsuits, This Court and any other, 
except the Eastern and Western Districts of Missouri has Jur- 
isdiction thereof. 

STATEMENT OF FACTS 

For the past Twenty one (21) Consecutive Years, the United Stat- 
es District Court en banc, now Appellees, Chief judge, Edward 
L.Fippine, associate j udges , Stephen N.Limbaugh, George F.Gunn, 
Jr., Jean C. Hamilton, Donald J . Stohr , Capther ine D. Parry, carol 
E. Jackson, Charles A. Shaw, Clyde S. Cahill, John F.Nangle, Richard 
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Webber / the United States Court of Appeals en banc for the 
Eighth Circuit/the U.S. Supreme Court/Office of the United St- 
ates Attorney General (S) up to and including Janet Reno, House 
and Senate Committees on the Judiciary, since 1988, did by mea- 
ns of multitude criminal Conspiracies, crimes and overt acts, 
did knowingly and willfully, and Intentionally with Reckless 
and callous Disregards for the Civil and Constitutional Rights 
of Appellant, his family, friends, Articles III § I of the Con- 
stitution, and IV § 2 of the same, Section 2 of the Thirteenth 
Amendment , the Due Process and Equal Protection Clauses of the 
Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments, 28 USC § § 453,455 et seq., 
951,955,18 USC § § 1 , 2 , 3 , 4 , 241 , 242, 1001 , 1961 , 1962 , 1963[The 
Rico Act 3,2071,1973, 2075, 2076, and among others Title 15 USC 
et seq. Did committed the following Class A Felony Crime(S) 
and Conspiracies with other Appellees herein to coverup and 


conceal . 

Racketeering, conspiring to cbmifiit Racketeering ^Obstructing^ 
Obstructing Justice, Conspiring to Obstruct Just ice, Issuing 
Fraudulent Order (S) in which to prevent by Judicial judg- 
ments. Enforcement of Federal Laws and Procedurals, Conspi- 
ring to prevent enforcement of Federal laws and procedur- 
als. Extortions of Monies from Appellant and family , Consp- 
iring to Extort these monies from Appellant and family. 
Forgery of Legal Document(S) for unlawful purposes, and 
did used these Forged documents in violations of federal 
laws, Swindled Appellant of Million(S) of 
depriving him of these monies under Rule 4(d) (2) (d)( ) 

See United. States vs; First Midwest Bank, No. 94-C-7365(1995) 

WL, 447762 (ND, ILL. 1995 ) . 

Rule 55 (a)(b)(l), Dismissed P-A-I-D Civil Rights Compl- 
aint(S) , [ Without Subject Matter Jurisdiction ], ordered 
clerk of district court, not to sign, seal and issue Summo- 
nses upon Appellant's requests, to his [P-A-I-D Cases], 
Complicity, conspired to commit Complicity destroyed 
Evidence supporting issues in Complaint (S ) , 
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an ongoing criminal enterprise of /Lying in material matt- 
ers /repeatedly issuing orders/ judgments /false and fic- 
titious and Fraudulent Statement(S) /Writing(S) ,Docume- - 
nt(S) /Entrie(S) ,and deliberate mislication(S) of Law 
and Facts# and conspiring to do these things /Unconstit- 
utional using and abusing Rule 12(b)(6) Fed. R. Civ. P. / 
acting as Attorney(S) #Counsel(S) # representing Defend- 
ants# in civil rights complaints filed by Black people# 

An ongoing Racists /Prejudice documented history# and pa- 
per Trail spannig from the beginning heretofore /that 
did Ruled against Civil Rights and Civil Rights Plain- 
tiffs [ More that 9 5 pre cent of the time ],by 
those bigot judges /Tampered with evidence# 

While Appellant's Civil Rights [PAID] Complaint ( S) # were 
pending in district court# while Summonses werecbeing 
served #some of returns filed with clerk# the district 
court en banc conspired and agreed, headed by district 
j udge # Captherine D. Parry /summoned to the courthouse# 

Viacon Broadcasting of Missouri /reporter Jammie Allman# 
briefed him#conspired with him# and an agreement made# 
that Allman and KMOV TV Anchors # other officials, use the 
Tv Station to broadcast known falsely manufactured Lie(S) 
concerning Appellant's pinning, lawsuits# and use these 
L-I-E(S) to Convict Appellant in Court of Public Opin- 
ion# of but not limited too: Defamation of Character# 

Smear /Libelous and Slanderous Statements /assassination 
of character /false statement(S) concerning each Civil 
Rights Complaint filed by Appellant# pinning in district 
court at that time# as the evidence will show# That these 
Television officials DID suppressed Overwhelming Docu- 
mented" Evidence / Some of that evidence were -held. in. re- 
porter Jammie Allman's hand while he stood in the steps 
of the Federal Courthouse building, broadcasting there- 
form. 

That district court en banc# and j udge # Captherine 
D. Parry #did issued order to U.S. Marshall (S) at the 
courthouse building to#[ Without Warrant of Probable 
Cause# or informing Appellant of the charge /Arrest him 
on each occasion he comes into the federal courthouse 
building, debrief him# and follow him until he leaves 
the building, Appellant were followed [ Into the menroom ] 
The order and false arrests has been ongoing for over 
one(l) years# and still counting. Appellant submitted law- 
suit against the marshals to put a stop to this contin- 
uous abuses of power and authority# that complaint are 
being held by clerk of district court#unfiled over one 
year /Appellant barred from [ Paying $120.00 filing fee ] 
That the district court did issued two(2) fraudulent 
en banc order# that bars Appellant from filing in any court 
of the United States, State or Federal forever. abuses# on 
and on. 
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ARGUMENT 


1 -WHETHER/ This appeal should be reversed /because the trial 
judge/William D.Stiehl/did willfully and knowingly combine/ 
conspire/confederate and agree with Appellees and other div- 
erse persons /names are to Appellant unknown /to use and abuse 
its office and power of the United States /in violation of Art- 
icles, III § I and IV § 2 of the Constitution/ Section 2 of the 
Thirteenth Amendment /by aiding and abating a coverup to con- 
ceal Class A Felony Crime (S) committed/ and day-by-day being 
committed by United States Courts en banc District and Appe- 
llate for the Eastern and Western District of Missouri/ such 
as 18 USC § § 1/2/3/4/241/242/1001/1961/1962/1963,2071/2073/ 
2075,2076/28 USC §§ 453,455 et seq. /Dismissing this [ P-A-I-D 
T-H-R-E-S Civil Rights Complaint (S) W-I-T-H P-R-E-J-U-D- 
I-C-E, blocking Clerk from issuing Summonses presented to 
Clerk, and over 1,000, Copies of Complaints were prepared ? 

Indisputable Facts ; For over Twenty one (21) consecut- 
ive Years the Federal district Court Eastern District of Miss- 
ouri ,en banc has committed the crimes set forth above, and in 
the three Complaints listed on Def endant/ Judge' s single order 
copy attached to Notice of appeal, all of which fully incorpor- 
ated herein, and the crimes set out above [ With Impunity ] 

What these officers of the court/Appellees herein ongoing 
crimes to coverup and conceal, a falsely manufactured convict- 
ion over Appellant in June 1976, imprisoned him for Ten(10) 
Consecutive Years, and keep him on federal parole for Eight(8) 

Consecutive, and for the past Twenty one(21) Consecutive Years 
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Routinely and Systemically Denied him a Hearing' pursuant to 
28 DSC § § 22255,2241,2242,2243 and Sanders vs. United States 
373 US 1,10 L Ed 2d 148,83 S Ct 1068 ( 1963) ; Townsend vs.Sain, 
372 US 293 . at-'310, 9 L Ed 2d 770 at 784,83 S Ct 745(1963); 
McQueen vs.Swueen(l) ,498 F 2d 207(8th Cir.1974); McQueen vs 
Swenson(II) , 560 F 2d 959(8th Cir. 1977) , knowingly disregar- 
ding [ Precedent (S) of U.S. Supreme Court, and its Circuit ] 
After Appellant's release from Federal prison February 3rd 
1986 he filed § 2255 in district court, Eastern District of 
Missouri, the same dismissed without hearing or redressing 
the facts/merits, and disregarding [ Overwhelming Document- 
ation Evidence, including the Forged Documents, by federal off- 
icers of the court. Appellant filed in the Western district 
of Missouri petition under § § 2241, 2242, and 2243, the case 
subsequently transferred over Appellant's objections to the 
district court, Eastern district of Missouri, but after docke- 
ted Appellant amended the petition with Complaint under 42 
USC § 1986 entitled Sylvester Jones vs. William H.Rehnquist, 
Chief Justice, UvS. Supreme Court, et al .. See No.94-CV-739 
(1995) , U.S. Court of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit, appoint- 
ed district judge, Fernando J.Gaitan to preside. Appellant did 
by professional process servers, served summonses and copy of 
complaints upon each def endant, over ( 250 ), some of the summon- 
ses returns Appellant filed with clerk, and other affidavits 
fof collection of costs and attorney fees from Defendants 
that had failed to response to Waivers of service of summon- 
see Mathhon vs. Marine Midand Bank, N. A. ,875 F.Supp.986(E.D.N. 
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Y.1995); United States vs. First Midvest Bank , 94-C-7365, 

1995, WL 447762 (N.D. ILL. 1995) , affidavit ( S) Motions and Mem- 
os disregarded/no responses from officers of the court. While 
Appellant were still receiving returned summonses, judge did 
dismissed the complaint with-preiudice ,and heretofore neith- 
er the court or the office of the U.S. Attorney responded to 
Appellant petition pursuant to 28 USC § § 2241,2242 and 2243. 

2. On appeal to Eighth circuit , again Appellant Paid all 
costs and fees; served all appellees, to have Eighth Circuit 
court en banc affirmed district judge's fraudulent dismissal 
with-prejudice, without opinion, and prior to Appellees date 
for filing response briefs, Appellant prepared and copied over 
Six Hundred (600) copies of petition for writ of ' certiorari , 
and copies of Joint Appendices , totalling over 2000 pages 
each and all served upon Appellees, in Jones vs. William H . 
Rehnguist , Chief Justice, et al. supra . , but prior to mailing 
ten(io) copies each of petition and Joint Appendices to- clerk 
of Supreme Court, that court did knowingly issued a fraudulent 
opinion that does set forth wall to wall Falsely Unsupported 
L-I-E(S) against the character of Petition and his quest for 
Justice , Distorted and Lied about facts. See now pending in 
this Court, on appeal Sylvester Jones vs. Uni ted States Supreme 
Court et al., No. 96-3263, conspiracy by Justices to Block Pet- 
ition and Joint Appendices in Jones vs. Rehnqui st,et al. Supra. 

3. After district court en banc issued two(2) Fraudulent 
Of s/injunctions against Appellant both without jurisdiction 
supporting evidence, making the court liable under Stump vs. 
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Sparkman f supra . falsely claiming that Appellant had filed in 
forma paupers fourteen (14) civil rights Complaints in three(3) 
Years, 1986/ 1987 and 1988, so he were barred from filing any 
complaint without paying filing fee the order en banc states 
in part: 

"/...Sylvester Jones has filed fourteen civil rights 
complaints in the Eastern District of Missouri,... 

Ten of these complaints have been dismissed most of 
them as frivolous before process issued: Upon revi- 
ew of these complaints, this Court en banc finds that 
Sylvester Jones has abused the judicial process and 
has right to file complaints in forma pauperis by 
filing a multitude of meritless lawsuits , and that 
this course of conduct will likely continue unabated 
unless preventive measures are imposed." In re Billy 
Roy Tyler , 839 F 2d 1290, 1295( 8th Cir. 1988 );.. .Ther- 
efore, in order to ensure the integrity of the judic- 
ial process and in order to prevent Sylvester Jones 
from further abusing his right to file complaints 
in forma pauperis , this Court hereby adopts the foll- 
owing measure: 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the clerk of the Court 
be and hereby is directed [ N-O-T ] to accept compl- 
iants- for filing in. forma pauperis by Sylvester Jon- 
es unless the complaint allege in. clear and specific 
language that S ylvester Jones has recently been sub- 
jected to a, constitutional deprivation by re'ason of 
an extraordinary and irreparable physical harm 
OR that Sylvester Jones is about to be subjected to 
a constitutional deprivation by reason of the threat 
of an immediate, extraordinary, and irreparable 
physical harm , and unless said complaints are supp- 
orted by affidavit(S) which set forth clearly and 
specifically the facts giving rise to the complaints 
and any documentation of such facts may exist. In ad- 
dition to the above,..." 

The en banc order issued without jurisdiction, unsupported Lies 
without docket number /unconstitutional on its fact, exceeds 
the power of judges under Article III of the Constitution, 
that Appellant have (NO) Civil of Constitutional Rights, and 
in addition, the Eighth Circuit case relied on In re Tyler , 
a State prisoner, Did filed in federal court in forma pauperis 
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in a period of [ Three(3) Years ] [149 Cases ] Tyler 

in each case were appointed counsel to represent him# Tyler 
has Trial (S) and Hearing(S) before judges and magistrates, 
in order that Tyler [Mike be considered transferred to an- 
other prison, Tyler filed Motion to federal judge., request- 
ing M-O-R-E T-H-E-N Thirty (30) cases be dismissed ] and 
among other abusive conduct of Tyler, Eighth Circuit in op . , 
that Tyler may file in forma pauperis One(l) pleading per— 
month and not to exceed (12 per— Year) For twenty one (21) 
years Appellant has been denied by those courts, a Hearing . 

4. In 1994 from a monthly income of [ $360.00 SSI ] Appell- 
ant Paid all Court costs and fees, served all defendants in 
Eighth civil rights cases with copy of Complaint and Summo- 
ns, yet Denied right to litigate, On April 10,1995 the distr- 
ict court issued another fraudulent en banc order against 
Appellant, this time absolutely [ Bars Him from Paying Filing 
Fees to file any type of pleading in any court of the Unit- 
ed States, State or Federal, without Appellant bring his ple- 
ading to the courthouse so a judge may examine it, and decide 
If Appellant may pay filing fee, and to decide who Appellant 
may name as a Defendant in the pleading. 

5. In order to gain further support , these federal judges, 
it clerks, did summoned reporter, Jammie Allman from KMOV TV 
Channel 4(Viacon Broadcasting of Missouri, to the courthouse 
briefed him, and an agreement made that Allman and officials 
at KMOV TV, assist in further criminal conduct against Appell- 
ant by [ Broadcasting to its viewers falsely manufactured 
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L-i— E(S) character assassination of Appellant to convict him 
in court of public opinion* concerning Pending cases in the 
district court /here these reporters statements Verbatim : 

“Anchor* Jutuis Hunter: "The Federal courthouse to ni- 
ght some judges is locking the doors to the halls of 
justice." Anchor * Larry Conner: "What they are trying 
to do is stop one man from continuing filing lawsui- 
ts. They say his lawsuits is wasting your tax payer's 
dollars, its an unusual story you will only see on 
channel 4. Jammie Allman joins us from the federal 
courthouse* Jammie we need to hear what this is all 
about." Jammie Allman: "Well you known the federal 
courthouse may be a public building* but there is 
One Man differently unwelcome here* he keep a copy 
of the Pelecan Brief around at all times * but Sylves- 
ter Jones knows more about the law than that* take a 
look a his library law books, deluge* every thing up 
to date# he's got favorite laws and he's got favorite 
cases* and his favorite pass time has been filing fe - 
deral lawsuits. 53 of them in the past twenty years 
but federal court official says he's no Parry Madis-' 
on* he's a peat. In an unprecedented move a federal 
order barring him from filing any suits without pri- 
or permission from a judge . The order signed by every 
judge in St. Louis. They accused Jones of; they call 
an variation and frivolous lawsuits * cited for exam— 
pie# Jones sued a Copier machine manufacturer because 
the Toner indicator Light Comes on prior to 
the. Tonerneeded .to be rep laced. He sued bec ause he 
claimed his apartment was unsafe /because his door 
locks were unsafe* and he. sued the VA Hospital be - 
cause they ignored his complaint* that his Maalox 
had been tamper with. Then he sued because t he media 
failed to report on all his lawsuits. So why does 
Sylvester Jones has such a grips against the federal 
court system ? Well he has a file for tha t too* it 
goes back twenty years to a time he say s he were wr- 
ongfully accused and convicted-:- of dealin g heroin 
*he says he has evidence that the police lied* and 
he ever used the Supr eme Cour t to get h is case heard 
He had been able to get his cases filed free, now he 
bearly get in 1 the door. So what is Sylvester Jones 
going to do now ? Yes=er,you guested it,he's going 
to use. This could go all the way to the Court of 
Appeals. He is going to try to get this band lifted." 

Number ( 1 ) /Appellant refused reporter Allman's request to meet 

with him at the federal courthouse building, Allman called back 


- 9 - 



G 


O 


Appellant and asked to come to his home /that he just wanted 
the truth/hear Appellant's side, that because the federal co- 
urt has no authority to deny access to court to any person. 
Appellant told Allman that if he were reality interested in 
the truth/ then he could provide him documented proof /that he 
could come to the apartment /aimed with L— I-E-(S) and Decept- 
ions Allman and his cameraman came to the apartment /Appella- 
nt furnished Allman with documents including copies of the 
forged documents /Showing guilt on the part of federal judici- 
als /Appellant also prevented Allman with contract and asked 
him to sign it /Allman took and read the contract /that he and 
TV Station would broadcast nothing but the truth. See copy of 
said contract attached hereto as Appendix ( 1 ) .Allman respond- 
ed that he wanted to show the contract to his boss and then 
he would sign it and return it to Appellant/ that never happ- 
ened, in violation of 42 USC § 1981 as amended by the 102nd 
Congress enacting S.1745( 1991) /Section 101 of Title X— Feder- 
al Civil Rights Remedies § 1977( 1 ) (a) (2) (b) (c) / § 102 of 1977 
(42 USC 1981) /that includes/the making, performance, modifica- 
tion/ and termination of contracts /and the enjoyment of all 
benefits/ privileges /terms /and conditions of the contractu- 
al relationship. The rights protected by the section are pro- 
tected against the impairment by nongovernmental discrimina- 
tion and impairment under color of State law. See e.g. /Patter— 
son vs. McLean Credit Union , 491 US 164/105 L Ed 2d 132/109 
S Ct 2363 ( 1989 ) 3: / holding / that § 1981 prohibits racial dis- 
crimination in the making and enforcement of private contra- 

1 §- 



o 


o 


ts/citing Stare Decisis. Number ( 2) ,the district court en banc 
were aimed with Rule 11 sanctions that could have been impo- 
sed upon Appellant if he had continuously abused the "integ- 
rity of the judicial process /the court has the power of dis- 
cretionary sanctions . Silva vs . Witschen ,.- 19 F 3d 725(lst Cir. 
1994) /monetary sanctions » Cooter & Gell vs. Hartnarx Corp . , 

496 US 384,110 S Ct 2447,110 L Ed 2d 359(1990) , The Court may 
also issue Show-Cause orders to a offender, if the court has 
grounds to do so., the U.S. Supreme Court indicated criminal 
sanctions, in Jones vs. ABC TV Network, et al ». No. 95— 7186 Deci- 
ded February 26, 1996, Not, the court take the advance of Rule 
11 provisions ? Appellant would have been heard in his de- 
fense, and court's crimes uncovered. Appellant had the right 
to enforce the contract agreement, and a right to sue Appell- 
ees Vaicon Broadcasting of Missouri for using its TV Station 
to broadcast L-I-E(S) and Criminal Deception(S) ,of but not 
limited too: Assassination of Appellant's character, with 
Smare, Defamation of Character, Libelous and Slanderous State- 
ments, for the sole purposes of assisting the federal courts 1 
in Turning the Public against him, convicting him in Court of 
Public Opinion, in which to maintain the coverup ; their Cri- 
me(S) by stating to the public that Appellant is a mental 
case, and cannot be believed. Appellee, Allnam/further broad- 
casted to its viewers that Appellant: "...he keep a copy of 
the Pelecan brief around at all time(S) , . . -he got favorite 
cases, Powell vs. Alabama , 287 US 45(1932),..." falsely manu- 
factured L-I-E(S) totally unsupported by real evidence. 
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ARGUMENT 

whf.thkr . This Appeal should be Reversed, because the Deliber- 
ate failure of District Judge, William D.Stiehl to follow Rule 
52 and all Federal Rules Civil and Appellate Procedurals, Req- 
iring trial Court make Findings of Fact and conclusions of 
Law, Conduct Warrants Impeachment, Removal From Office, and Cr- 
iminally Prosecuted as other citizens of the United States, 
under Article III § I of the Constitution ? 

Dennis vs . Sparks , 449 US 24,66 L Ed 2d 185 at 101,101 S Ct 
183(1980); Q*Shea vs. Littleton , 414 US 488 at 503,38 L Ed 2d 
674,94 S Ct 669 at 679(1974); Butz vs. Economou , 438 US 478 at 
506,57 L Ed 2d 895,98 S Ct 2894 at 2911(1978); Harlow vs. 
Fitzgerald , 457 US 800 at 808,812,814,73 L Ed 2d 396,102 S Ct 
2727 at 2733,2735,2736(1982); Stump vs. Sparkman , 435 US 349 
at 356(footnote 6 admitted), 55 L Ed 2d 331,98 S Ct 1099 at 
1104.1105(1978) ; Griffin vs . Breckenr idge , 403 US 88 at 102,103, 
91 S ct 1.790 at 1798,29 L Ed 2d 338 (-197-1 ).. In this case ^Imp- 
eachment is Constitutionally required. 

2. Rule 52 Federal Rules Civil Procedural ; Requires findings 
of Fact and Conclusions of Law by trial judge in non— jury 
trials, and as herein, conspiracy to knowingly violate Federal 
Criminal, Civil and Constitutional Laws by trial judge overt 
- acts in issuing fraudulent order dismissing three(3) Paid 
Civil Rights Complaint (S) With-Pre j udice prior to clerk sign- 
ing sealing and issuing Summonses presented to Clerk, by Appe- 
llant, blocking by judicial order, Appellees from answering to 
summons, and their crimes set forth in the Complaints. This co- 
nduct by district judge, William D.Stiehl 
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exceeded the scope of all jurisdiction under Article III of 
the Constitution ,and contrary to 28 USC § § 453 and 455 et seq. 
Rule 52(a) trial judge shall explicitly state findings of fa- 
ct and Conclusions of Law upon which the judgment, order is ba- 
sed. The requirement that judge make findings of fact and con- 
clusions of law is "Mandatory,:" and the findings M-D-S-T be 
sufficient to indicate the factual basis for the ultimate co- 
nclusion, Liddell vs. Board of Education of the Cit y of St. Lo- 
uis , 20 F 3d 326 ( 8th Cir. 1994) , the judge need not address all 
the evidence, but must address the ultimate evidence, which were 
knowingly bypassed herein. League of Uni ted Latin American Cit- 
izens, Council No. 4424 vs . Clements , 986 F 2d 728(5th Cir. 1993). 

3. Proceedings covered bv rule : Rule 52 requires findings of 
fact and conclusions of Law in trials with advisory juries, 
Transmatic Inc . vs. Fulton Industries, Inc. , 53 F 3d 1270(Fed. 

Cir .1995), On the cation of Appellant’s Complaint (S) Demanded 
Trial by Jury, as of Constitutional right under Seventh Amen- 
dment and Rule 38 Fed. R. Civ. P. , That form of demand were cle- 
arly set forth as required by the Rule, Early vs. Bankers Life 
and Casualty Co. , 853 F Supp. 268(N.D. ILL. 1994) , Rule 52 also 
applies to motions for summary judgments under Rule 56, mot io- 
ns under Rule 12(b), see e.g., Souza vs. Faina, 53 F 3d 423(lst 
Cir . 1995 ), also as to dismiss, to include the independent use 
of the Rule Sua Sponte by trial judge. No excuse can be made 
by judge's deliberate failure to follow the Rules, as requir- 
ed by all other parties, here a "Rush To Judgment" by judge, 
Stiehl attempting to block Appellees answering to the Compl- 
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the crimes committed by them/ is no substitute for failure to 
follow Rule 52 findings of fact and conclusions of law, court 
must make these findings following procedurals /if ruling on 
motion for a preliminary iniunction. Bootman's First National 
Bank of Kansas city vs. Kansas Public Employees R etirement Sys- 
tem/ 57 F 3d 683 ( 8th Cir.1995). 

4. Failure To Make Findings : The Appellate Court may vacate 
and remand if trial court's findings of fact are insufficie— 
nt . Hatahley vs. Uni ted States / 351 US 173/76 S Ct 745/100 L Ed 
1965(1956) /or the Appellate Court may direct the judge to or- 
der a new trial . Andre vs. Bendix Corp ./774 F 2d 774 at 781 
(7th Cir . 1985) ,or decide the appeal on the record, if possible 
Consolidated Aluminum Corp .vs. Fosecb Intern, Ltd . , 910 F 2d 
804 at 8 14 (Fed. Cir. 1990) ,here, the only record, Appellant ' s 
evidence of Appellees Guilt, and the Impeachment order by tr- 
ial judge, St iehl. 

5t- FQRM : The findings of fact may be either on a separate 
document or included in the opinion, or orally on the record. 
However, here no findings of fact or conclusions of law were 
made by judge, therefore, on appeal what findings control over 
any contradictory factual statement in the opinion. Snow Mac- 
hines, Inc , vs . American Cay Lesbian a n d Bisexual Group of Bos- 

ton/ US, ,115 S Ct 714,130 L Ed 2d 621 ( 1995 ) .The Trial 

judge cannot bypass its obligation to make findings of fact. 

6- 1 NFERENCES : Inferences from the evidence are reviewed un- 
der the same standard as any factual findings. United States 
vs. United States Gypsum, 333 US 364,68 S Ct 525,92 L Ed 746 
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(1948), the trial judge, must made findings of fact and concl- 
usions of Law. 

(3) 

WHETHER , this Appeal should be reversed, because District Judge 
William D.Stiehl, Conspiracy, criminal Over Acts, dismissed this. 
P-A-I-D Civil Right Complaint Sua.'.Sponte With Prejudicev.f or 
lack of Jurisdiction, Violated Federal Laws and Procedurals ? 
Suite Brought against all Three(3) Branches of United States 
Government/Officials and employees, Real Property involved can 
be brought in any federal judicial district of the United Sta- 
tes, except the Eastern District of Missouri, 28 USC § 1391(e) 

( 1) (2) (3) ,Did Discriminated against Appellant deprived him of 
Due Process and Equal Protection under the Law>on the bases 
of his Face, Class and because he's Pro Se Pursuant to 28 USC 
§ 1654, without the aid of attorney , bypassing overwhelming Doc- 
umentary Evidence of Appellees Guilt as Charged in Complaint ? 

The U.S. Supreme Court held in Stafford vs. Briggs, 444 US 
at 544,545,100 S Ct 774 at 784,785,63 L Ed 1 ,( 1980 ), that suits 
brought against federal officers while in government service 
and after leaving that service can be brought in any of the 
9 5 Federal Districts of the United States., This suit involv- 
ed Crimes against the United States and its citizens, not just 
the Appellant, as set out in the complaint, it were the United 
States attorney , Edward L.Dowd, Jr. , James W. Nelson, Head F.B.I., 
agent at St Louis, Missouri, the federal Courts district and App- 
ellate for the Eighth Circuit, and office of Janet Reno, U.S. 
Attorney General/Janet Reno, that caused federal involved, with 
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respect to the FCC that Appellant informed of these crimes, and 
demanded affirmative action, which were ignored by FCC Officia- 
ls, aiding and abated the continuous pattern of crimes commi- 
tted by officers of the federal courts, Eastern and Western 
Districts of Missouri [ With Impunity ] heretofore, the main 
principle Appellee in these crimes, district judge, Captherine 
D . Parry . Furthermore , Viacon Broadcasting of Missouri ( VBM) , the 
term includes all officials and employees of VBM maned in th- 
is case. VBM crosses state lines by its activities in these 
activities, not only covers the State of Missouri and Illinois 
but several of States around Missouri. See e.g.. International 
; Shoe Co . vs. State of Washington, Office of Unempl oyment Compen- 
sation and Replacement , 326 US 310,66 S Ct 154,90 L Ed 95(1945). 
Federal District Court, East St. Louis is the appropriate distr- 
ict from the Eastern District of Missouri at St. Louis, Missouri. 

(4) 

WHETHER , This Appeal should be reversed, because the deliberate 
failure of District judge, William D.Stiehl's to adhere to the 
prerequisite principles of Rule 58 Federal Civil Procedural, re- 
quiring all final judgment on a separate document ? 

Rule 58 Fed. R. Civ. P. , sets the procedural by which district 
court enter's its judgments on its docket records. The date a 
judgment is "entered" on the docket, the time for making post- 
trial mot ions, for taking appeal, and inter alia, executing on 
relief awards, always on a separate document by, either the cou- 
rt of its clerk. The Judgment M-U-S— T be set forth separately 
from any judicial opinion or memorandum, and M-U-S-T be labe- 


led "Judgment 
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"Judgment” or in some other manner /confirm that, the paper re- 
presents the court's judgment. See Axel Johnson/ Inc . vs. Arthur # 
Anderson & Co .# 6 F 3d 78 at 84 (2d Cir. 1993) /Separateness 
requirement. The requirement that Rule 58 be followed# is inte- 
nded to create a Bright Line" for the litigants and the court, 
#and when the period for appeal begins. See Morris vs-. City of # 

Hobart # 39 F 3d 1105 at 1110# (10th Cir . 1994) , Cert Denied US 

,115 S Ct 1960,131 L Ed 2d 852(1995); Virgo vs. Rivers Beach 

Associate # 30 F 3d 1350 at 1356# (11th Cir . 1994) /Court M-U-S-T 
Satisfy Rule 58 /Judgment M-U-S-T appear on a document that is 
separate and distinct from the opinion explaining or justify- 
ing the order. See Barber vs. Whilpool Corp .# 34 F 3d 1268 at 
1274# (4th Cir. 1994). 

(5) 

WHETHER # This Appeal should be reversed, because District Court 
Judge/William D.Stiehl,Did Discriminated Against Appellant , Did 
Deprived him of Due Process and Equal Protection under the Law 
by treating him and his causes indifferent from other White# 
Rich, Famous, and Powerful Litigants /represented by high-priced 
attorneys/in violations of Haines vs.Kerner, 404 US 519(1972)? 

1-The Appellees had not only violated the laws and regulat- 
ions of the Federal Communications Commission, but also Feder- 
al Criminal /Civil and Constitutional Rights of the Appellant 
by their conduct /Appellees, Viacon Broadcasting of Missouri, 
here ina f ter ( VBM ) , Allman, Connors , Hunter , Cohen , Mi lner , Ro thci Id , 
Hammed, Bell ,Connon, Reiser /Barrett /Houston ,did conspired with 
Federal district judges, Parry, Filippine chief ,Limbaugh, Gunn, 
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Jr. ,Hamilton,Stohr, Jackson, Shaw, Cahill, Nangle, by pervious 

criminal conduct , Webber, district clerks, St .Vrain, Cross, "Tim" 

Tomlinson, , these crimes sanctioned by ongoing conspiracies 

and criminal overt acts by Circuit judges of U.S. Court of App- 

\ 

eals for the Eighth Circuit, En Banc, Chief , Arnold, McMillian, 
Gibson, Fagg, Bowman, Wollman,Macill, Bean, Loken, The Judicial. Co- 
uncil of the Eighth Circuit En Banc, [Because of Multitude 
Appellees all names not listed here, members of the Conspir- 
acies and Class A Felony Crimes/Overt Acts, are maned in capt- 
ion, hereinafter. Appellees ], violated Title 18 USC §§ 1,2, 3, 4, 
241, 242, 1001, 1961, 1962, 1963[The Rico Acts] , 2071 , 2073, 2075 , 2076, 
Title 15 et seq., Title 42 USC §§ 1981,1985(3), 1986, and Appe- 
llant's request for all costs and attorney fees under § 1988 
Patterson vs. McLean Credit Union , 491 US 164,105 L Ed 2d 132, 
109 S Ct 2363 ( 1989) .by the Sua Sponte Dismissal With-Prejud- 
ice this P-A-I-D Civil Rights Complaint Raising From Crim - 
inal conduct , prior to Clerk sign , seal and issued summonses 
presented to clerk by Appellant , for the erroneous reason, as 
[Lack of Jurisdiction]. Aiding and Abating coverup to conceal 
violations of Federal criminal, Civil and Constitutional Laws, 
and Procedurals, in violations of Articles III § I and IV § 2 
(1), Sect ion 2 of the Thirteenth Amendment, 28 USC § § 453,455 
et seq., Rules 4,5,12,52,58 and all others Fed. R. Civ. P. , The Due 
Processiand Equal Protection Causes of the Fifth and Fourtee- 
nth Amendments. 

2. Precedent (S ) : The U.S. Supreme Court held in Haines vs.Ker- 
ner , that a Pro Se Complaint M-U-S-T be held to less strin- 
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gent standards than formal pleadings drafted by lawyers /that 
a pro se complaint however / inartfully pleaded /are sufficient 
to call for the opportunity to offer supporting evidence/ 
and can only be dismissed for failure to state a cause/ "It 
Appears " Beyond Doubt that the plaintiff can Prove no set of 
facts in support of his claim which would entitle him to rel- 
ief ."That holding were affirmed in Estelle vs. Gamble / 429 US 
97 at 106,50 L Ed 2d 251,97 S Ct 285 at 292( 1976) :But see Con- 
ley vs. Gibson , 355 US 41 at 45,46( 1957) ,In Estelle vs. Gamble 
spura./the complaint were handwritten by a prisoner Pro Se be- 
fore the Court and were not denied on the basis of race /Class, 
poverty, or because it were inartfully pleaded, discriminating aga- 
inst the prisoner on those grounds. Federal courts may not use 
as means for dismissals, "Heightened Pleading Standard "if See, 
Leatherman vs. Tarrant County Narcotics Intelligence and Coor- 
dination Unit , US ,113 S Ct 1160( 1993) ,or Rule 12(b) (6) , Fed. 

r. C iv. P. /Complaints filed in forma pauperis, are not subject to 
dismissals for failure to state a cause, automatically frivol- 
ous within the meaning of 28 USC § 1915(b), if the complaint 
raises an [ Arguable question of law and facts.] Herein the 
Judge had before it, indisputable evidence of Appellees Guilt 
Did reviewed that evidence, witnessed and expressed by its Cleric 
in the presence of Appellant and two other witnesses, and failed 
to follow the lead of the U.S. Supreme Court, e.g. ,see Berger vs. 
United States , 295 US 78 at 81 ,82 ( 1935) , or the Guidelines set 
by the Supreme Court in Scheuer vs. Rhodes , 416 US 233 at 236, 
237,40 L Ed 2d 90,94 S Ct 1683 at 1686, 1687( 1974) , In apprais- 
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ing the sufficiency of the complaint* before the reception of 
any evidence either by affidavit or admissions. Federal Judges 
are required by Oath and the Constitution of the United States 
to follow Federal Laws and Procedurals/ they are not at liber- 
ty to make laws/ or to Legislate from the branch. 

( 6 ) 

WHETHER / This Appeals should be reversed /because district jud- 
ge/William D.Stiehl/did conspire with United States District 
Court en banc/Eastern District of Missouri /Court of Appeals 
for the Eighth Circuit En Banc /United States Department of Jus- 
tice/Janet Reno /Attorney General /U.S. House and Senate Committ- 
ees on the Judiciary /Federal Bureau of Investigation/Louis Fre- 
eh/director ,VBM/ and- all other TV Broadcasting Stations named 
herein /Committed the crimes of /Racketeering /Conspire to comm- 
it Racketeering /Obstructing Justice/ Conspire to Obstruct Jus- 
tice/Extorted prior to, and heretofore,Billion(S) of Dollars 
from American, Citizehs/Cbnsumers/ Forgery of Legal Document (S) 
by federal Judges /Attorneys, and Marshals, Did Conspire to cov- 
erup and conceal these Crimes by Sua Sponte Dismissal of Paid 
Complaint Lack of Jurisdiction Constitutional Error ? 

l.The Appellees conspiracies here, using VBM as ar> lounging 
pad to coverup and conceal these class A felony Crimes, by Bro- 
adcasting falsely manufactured L-I-E(S) and Deceptions again- 
st the person, and causes of Appellant while six(6) P-A-I-D 
C-a-E-S-S were pending in federal district court /Eastern Dis- 
trict of Missouri/over VBM's TV Network, of but not limited too: 
Smear /Defamation of Character /Libelous and Slanderous Stateme- 


nts , Character 


assass 
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nts, character assassination# purposes to convict Appellant in 
Court of Public Opinion# concerning his six(6) P-A-I-D lawsuits. 
Depriving him of access to federal court, right to be heard, Due 
Process and Equal Protection under the law, Freedom of Speech, 
as white member of the Ku Klux Klan,the Aryan Brotherhood and 
other racists groups have in federal Courts, Capitol Square Re- 
view and Advisory Board vs. Pinette ,No.94— 780 decided June 29, 
1995; Dawson vs. Delaware , No. 90-6704 decided November 12,1991; 
or Gay, Lesbian and Bisexual • Groups, Hurley vs. Irish-American , 

Gay, Lesbian and Bisexual Group of Boston , US ,115 S Ct 714, 

130 L Ed 2d 621 (1995), Courts may not use its power to block 
free speech, Rosenberqer vs. Rector and Visitors of University 
of Virginia , No. 94-329 decided June 29, 1995, or to deny Due 
Process , United States vs. James Daniel Good Real Property , No. 
92-1180 decided October 6, 1993, or to deny Appellant the right 
to sue, offer evidence in support of claims, be parties, inherit , 
purchase, lease, sell, hold and convey real and personal proper- 
ty, and to full and equal benefit of all laws and proceedings 
as is enjoyed by white citizens, See Jones vs. Alfred H. Mayer 
Co. , 392 US 409 at 422,423,424,88 S Ct 2186 at 2194,2195,20 L 
Ed 2d 1 1 89 ( 1968) ,It meant to secure these rights against inter- 
ference from any source whatsoever. Whether Governmental or Pri- 
vate ', as herein. • 

The U.S. Supreme Court said in Board of Regen ts of State, 
Colleges vs. Roth , 408 US 564 at 573,33 L Ed 2d 548,92 S Ct 
2701 at 2707(1972) , that; 

"[w]here a person's good name, reput at ion, honor, or inte- 
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grity is at stake because of what the government is 
doing to him,noticeeand an opportunity to be heard 
are essential , " 

(7) 

WHETHER , This Appeal should be reversed, because conspiracy by 
district judge, William D.Stiehl,to by judicial order, Block 
Appellant from Enforcement of Contract Agreement, under 42 DSC 
§ 1981 as amended, by the 102Rd Congress [S. 1745-1991] Title 
I-Federal Civil Rights Remedies, Section 101, Section 1977(1)- 
(a)((2)(b)((c), Section 102,1977A(a)(l)-the 1964 and 1991 Civ- 
il Rights Acts between Appellant and Viacon Broadcasting of 
Missouri officials -by rSua Sponte Dismissal of P-A-I-D Civil 
Rights Complaint for lack of Jurisdiction With-Prejudice ? 

1-Neither Government or private persons/Corporations or 
Companies officials may interfere with Blfcck;\citizens right 
to make and enforce contract agreement, and as amended § 1981 
by Congress S/1745 includes, protection makingvperformance, mo- 
dification /terms , conditions of -the -contractual relationship, 
right protected against impairment by nongovernmental discr- 
imination and impairment under color of State law, and the 
enjoyment of all benefits, privileges of the contract agreem- 
ent. See the Statute itself, and see Doctrine of Stare Decisis 
laws in right to make and enforce contract agreement . Pstter- 
son. v s a McLean Credit Union, Supra . See Appendix(l) attached. 

( 8 ) 

WHETHER , This Appeal should be reversed, because the deliber- 
ate failure of district Judge, William D.Stiehl to follow the 
requirement of Title 42 USC § 1986, when having preventive po- 
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wer / knowledge and evidence that Class A Felony Crime (S) had 
been Committed and in the Commission of being committed/ att- 
empts to use false procedural ground to bypass its Civil and 
Constitutional duties both as judge /and citizen of the Unit- 
ed States ? 

1-Title 42 USC § 1986 provides: 

"Every person, who having knowledge that any of the 
wrongs conspired to be done /and mentioned in act- 
ion 1985 of this title/are about to be committed/ 
and having power to prevent or aid in preventing 
the commission of the same/neglects or refuses so 
to do /if such wrongful act be committed, shall be 
liable to the party injured, or his legal represen- 
tatives, for all damages caused by such wro- 
ngful act, which such person by reasonable 
diligence could have prevented; and such damag- 
es may be recovered in an action on the case, and 
any n umb er of persons guilty of such wrongful neg- 
lect or refusal may be J— 0— I— N— E— D as defendants 
in the action; ..." 

The Statute language are Crystal clear, and does hot need any 
citations in support /Judges cannot overlook crimes against 
laws of the United, states, .and its citizens , by ,- claiming lack 
of Jurisdiction, and attempting to conceal these crimes by 
sua sponte dismissal of civil Complaint raising these crimes 
against Appellant's Civil Rights With-Prejudice attempting 
and future action against these criminals. 

CONCLUSION 


This Court are bound by Article III of the Constitution and 
28 USC § 453 ,to interpret the Constitution and Laws of Cong- 
ress, without respect to person,that includes judges, other of- 
ficers of the court ,plus these private Appellees to not only 
reversed this case, rather to commence the Impeachment Process 
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as the law demands , that no person in this country is so high 
that he/she is above the law, all the officers of the Gover- 
nment from the highest to the lowest creature of the law, and 
are bound to obey it.Butz vs.Economou, 438 US 478 at 506,57 
L Ed 2d 985,98 S Ct 2894 at 2910, 2911 ( 1978 ) .This Court must 
put a stop to these Appellees Racists polices and Discrimin- 
ating Practices ongoing pattern of racism, in St Louis Missou- 
ri City, Counties, federal courts, Off ice of the United states 
Attorney— One of Viacon Broadcasting of Missouri, reporter/Anch— 
ors, Ms. Robin Smith stated from a report: That City of St. Louis 
were among the most ten(10) Racists City in the United States 
of American, exercise this Court's Deterrent Power. 


Respectfully Si 


tted 


Sylvester Jonea?F?o Se Appellant 
1220 Warren S% Apt 404 E 
St Louis Missouri 63106 
(314) 62T-7047 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

The Appellant hereby certify that on this day of Octob- 

er 1996 Copy of the foregoing were served either by U.C. First 
Class mail, or personally by Appellant^il-jAppellees named in 
the cation herein. 


Sylvest 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 


SYLVESTER JONES, ) 

)■ 

Plaintiff, ) 

) 

v - ) 

) 

MISSOURI BAR ADMINISTRATION^ ) 


et al., ) 

) 

Defendants. ) 

) 

SYLVESTER JONES, ) 

) 

Plaintiff, ) 

) 

v - ) 

) 

VIACON BROADCASTING OF ) 

MISSOURI, et al., ) 

) 

Defendants. ) 

) 

SYLVESTER JONES, ) 

) 

Plaintiff, ) 


) 

v - ) 

) 

UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT, ) 

et aL, ) 

) 

Defendants. ) 


ORDER 


CAUSE NO. 96-CV-668-WDS 


FILED 

AU6 3 0 1996 

STUAKI j. OHARE 
CLERK, U. S. DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 
£. ST. LO.UIS OFFICE 


CAUSE NO. 96-CV-700-WDS ^ 


CAUSE NO. 96- CV-703-WDS 


Certified True Copy 
STUAR| J. O’HARI 


BY 


Date: 


2 _ uepu 



Deplity Clerk 


STIEHL, District Judge: 

This matter is before the Court for docket review. Plaintiff has filed three 
separate causes of action naming some seven hundred defendants. Included in the 
laundry list of defendants are, inter alia: the Chief Justice of the United States, and 

APPqpx-4 
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the Associate Justices of the United States Supreme Court and their law clerks; the 
Judges of the Eighth and District of Columbia Circuit Courts, and the court 
employees; the Judges of the Eastern and- Western Districts of Missouri, and the 
District of Columbia; the Director of the Federal Bureau of Investigation and the 
Local Special Agent in Charge; the ACLU; the NAACP; and a host of others. 

Federal Courts are courts of limited jurisdiction. That is, to bring an action 
in federal court, the plaintiff must establish the court’s jurisdiction to hear the action. 

CAUSE NO. 96-668 

In this action, plaintiff alleges that the various named defendants conspired 
from 1974 to 1976 to cause false criminal charges to be filed against him, resulting 
in a prison term of at least eighteen years. Plaintiffs claim is that he was denied 
access to the courts because his habeas petitions were denied and or dismissed by the 
various federal court defendants. 

This Court finds that it is without jurisdiction to hear this action. There is no 
cause of action connected-to the Southern Uistrict-of-lih’nois,-and-this,Court cannot, 
review actions taken or refused to be taken by another District Court, any Circuit 
Court, or the United States Supreme Court 

Accordingly, the Court, sua sponte, DISMISSES this action for lack of 
jurisdiction. 

CAUSE NO. 96-700 

In this complaint, and amended complaint, plaintiff basis his claim on a fraud 
by Sharp Copier Company perpetuated on American consumers. Again plaintiff has 
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named hundreds of defendants, but has failed to establish that this Court has 
jurisdiction over any defendant or the cause of action. 

Accordingly, the Court, stta sponte, DISMISSES this action for lack of 
jurisdiction. 

CAUSE NO. 96-703 

In this action, plaintiff again names hundreds of defendants, and seeks 
recovery for violations of 42 U.S.C §§ 1981, 1985, 1986, 1988. This is really eleven 
complaints in one. Plaintiff alleges that the various defendants joined in a criminal 
conspiracy which began in November of 1994, to seize and forfeit unspecified "private 
property" belonging to plaintiff. Plaintiff then alleges that as a result of the 
conspiracy, several multiple conspiracies formed to criminally convict plaintiff with 
tainted evidence to defame him, imprison him, and enslave him. He also alleges, 
generally, that the defendants are guilty of racial discrimination and animus. He 
challenges the constitutionality of statutes governing judicial and congressional acts. 
He also alleges.that-he was denied-proper.treatment.by-the.Department of Veteran’s 
Affairs. Plaintiff also repeats several claims raised in Cause No. 96-668 and Cause 
No. 96-700. 

Again, this Court finds, sua sponte, that it is without jurisdiction to consider 
plaintiffs claims and this action is DISMISSED. 

CONCLUSION 

The Court hereby DISMISSES with prejudice Cause Nos. 96-668, 96-700, and 
96-703 for lack of jurisdiction. The Clerk of the Court is directed to close these files 
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and return the filing fees to plaintiff. 


IT IS SO ORDERED. 


DATED: 
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